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His Grace the Duke of Rhhrkond^ (fwom) 
Examined by Mr, Zrjkine. 

Mr. Erjkine. We have troubled your Grace to attend, in 
43rder to inform the Courts whether this letter, which it has 
been proved, in the courie of the evidence, die people of Shef* 
field all looked up to, as containing a pla n " ■ f 

Mr. Jttorney GeneraL I muft obje£k to this mode ; I fliall 
be obliged to Mr. Erfkine to afk his Grace idie Duke of Rich* 
mond his queftion, without ftating, by a preamble, why he aiks it. 
Lord Chief Juftice Eyre* You propofe to call his Grace, to. 
a(k him, wheAer this paper, now produced, is his letter to 
Colonel Sharman ; what has pa^Ted, with refpe£b to it e^nvh|Nre| 
(s nothing to the Duke of Richmond, 

Mr. Erjk\ne. Pleafe to look at this pamjAlet 
A. It is extremely difficult for me to fay, whether the printed 
paper, that is this moment given to me^ is precifely the letter I 
did write to Colonel Sharman^ or not, be.caufe I know that 
there ^s a printed edition of that letter which was mutilated; 
therefore, whether diis is an exa<ft copy, qr not, I cannot prcr 
tend to (ay. 

^. Does your Grace think, ^t by calling your eye tntt it| 
^ ith attention, you fifpuld be able to anfwer that queftioii ? 
j^. I coutl 

B % 1^ 
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Lard ChirfJuJUn Byre. Then his Grace may fit down, and 
caft his eye over it. 

Duke of Richmond, I think I can make the matter (horter, 
by putting into Mr. Zrfldne*s hand a copy of the original edi- 
tion. 

Mr. Attorney General. The better, and the more regular way 
will be, that die letter fhcwn to the Sheffield witnefs, and which, 
he b,y%^ contained the plan that diey looked to fhould be read, and 
then it fhould be examined by fomebody with that now produced 
by the Duke of Richmond. 

Lord Chief JuJiiceEyre. But whether it be exajMy a true copy of 
the Duke's letter, or no, it is that which they ftate they afted upon« 

(The letter^ produced by his Grace the Duke of Richmond^ read.) 

^ A lETTBRyr^m hit Grace the Duke ef Richfnond^ to Lieutenant 
** Colonel Sharman^ Chairman to. the Committee of Correfpon^ 
" dence^ appointed by the Delegates of forty-five Corps of Vo^ 
^ lunteersy ajfembledai Lijburn^ in\Jreland. 
« S I R, 
• " 1 Have been honoured with a letter from Belfeft, dated die 
« 19th of July laft, written in the name of the Committee of 
'•* Correfpondence, appointed by the delegates of forty-five 
*** Volunteer Corps, aflembled at Lilburnj on the ift of the 
** fame month, *^ for taking preparatory fteps to forward their in- 
" tentiohs on the fiibjeft of a more equal Reprefentation of the 
'•* People in Parliament," and figried by dieir fecretary, Henry 
•* Jojr, juitEfq. 

*^ In this letter, after Ihewing die corrupt ftate of the Bo- 
" roughs in Ireland, the general opinibn of the people that the 
•^ Cphftitution can be reftored to its ancient purity and vigor by 
" no other means tfian a parliamentary reform, and infOmuxig 
-^ me of die fteps which have been taken and are taking by the 
^ Volunteers, in determining to procure diis defirable obje^^ 
^ the Committee is pleafed " t6 requeft my 'fenriments"^jwid ad- 
<« vice as to thebeft, moft eligible, and moft prafticable mode of 
f« deftroying, feftraining, or counteradHng; this hydra of corrupt 
^ tioin, Borough Influence, in order to fey Hf opinion beforo 
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^ the provincial aflembly of delegates, which is to be held at 
^ Dungannon on die 8tfa of September next'* 

^ This great mark of confideno^ fiom gendemeinin whom 
^ fo much truft is placed, does me great honour; for as I have 
^ not the pleafure ofhewg perfonally knovm to any of them, t 
^ can owe it but to the favourable <q>inion tbey are pleafed to en- 
^ tertain of my conlhuit and zealous endeavours in the public 
« fervice." 

^ I am fenfible that the only proper return I can make for 
^^ this honourable diftindion, is to obey their commands in the 
<^ befl manner I am able; for although my infufficiency for fo 
^ arduous a talk would afford me but too good ah excufe for 
^ declining it, yet I feel it .would be inconfiftent with my ideas 
^ of die obligation every msui is under to ferve the public as 
^ veell as he can, if I was to refuie giving miy opinions, fudias 
<^ they are^ when dius called upon by a refpedable body of 

• Gendemen. 

^ Befides my inability, I have to regret die want of dme to 
^ colled and arrange my thoughts in fiich a manner as to be fit 
^ to appear before you, and the neceflary limits of a letter, vriiidi 
^ will not admit of the extenfive invefligation which a fubjeA of 
<* diis vail importance deferves ; for aldiough I fear I muft be 
^ long, I am fenfible I cannot do it juftice. 

^ The fubje6l of a parliamentary reform is that which of all 
^ others, in my opinion, moft deferves die attention of die 
^ public, as I conceive it would include every odier advantagt 
^ which a nation can wifh; and I have ib hefitation in fiiyiiq^ 
^ that firom every confideration wfaidi I have been able to give 
<^ to diis great queftion, that for many years has occupied my 
*^ mind, and from every day's experience to the prefent-hour, I 

* am more and more convinced that the rejimng tbi right ^f 
** voting univerfally to every many not incapacitated hy nature fit 
^ want efreafon^ or by law fir the comnuffien of criaus^ together 
^ with annual eleSfionsy is die only reform diat can betflfedhial 
^ and permanent. lam further convinced diat it is the only 
^ reform diat is*pradkable. 

^ ^ other plans diat are of a palliadve nature have beet 
. B 3 ^ fe>wfil 
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V (s^^ infefilcie»{^ tQ it)t?rci}: ^ an^te the great body of 
*« the people, froin ^Jigf^ c^i^pftnefe aj^^fie afiy reform can be 
w j?jpc4lf<|r AJpfJS ?»^lMfKW froq^ W fr^fe in the legifla- 
" .W^ pi ^^^.^ fi^Uptfy* }?^ r?Pde;"ed d^p greait m^fe of the peor 
«l pip iftdifferelit yherfi^r itj)^ moaopoly ti^t fubfifts, continues 
« in tljcTgnds f^f^ j^qf^ qf Jefs f^te^^ coqE^)^»y > or whether 
^ i$ is.djirid€4 by ^fltj \jf\tfi ftar^S of ioinewh^t mofe or left 
*< juff proportions. The public feels itfcif unconcerned in thefir 
<< fqnftftsji fjqepj.^ Jo |l)y?.i>ppa|ffiQ«§ it«p4Hre$, an4 the ex- 
<* ^ion^ it fufferg, whj.cjbj it ^fjow$ muft continue fd Ipng as 
«, the people rem.:|irj/4®priye4 ftf aH PPnitroyl over ^beif repre* 
« fentajiycsy This jn^ijfFerepp.e of d)<eif$, wJ^ei* the laft attempt 
" ^ i^aijp fpi: ^fWi*i<^^.l c^^mty niiiBiBb»er|, w^ uftd by our op- 
« j^VLj^nP ^ a|i ^Fgu^ei^t 3g^j>f* ^J reforo} ; it was afked with 
^ a triumpji^j air, wh^ f,e ?ir,e fh,e pe^itipn^ kfm the inhabitant^ 
« of Bijrmipgbam^ Haij^eft^;, BJaMifex^ ^4 ^^^ S^^^ "^"^ 
** reprefented towns ? And their filence was deemed a pr9of 
" .of thgif apcjuiefc^p^e .a^^ /atj^feiaion if) the pxefent foirm of 
*^ ekjaipi^s f The.jErijd) b, jftaf ^e ppoplje have been fo often de- 
« ceiye4| tf^t ^^y jyiH jiqw fc^ceiy tf\ift ^jy fet ©f men; afid 
«.* npdiii?|[ bjft felf fyi4!?»t pcwivi^ipp, th^t a meafure tends» 
^ ^ftSl^Iy to t^repoy^ry^rf their ngh<§y can^ PT indeed ougbt, 
** to intereft them in it§ feyo^rf 

^y.TkQ]cS^r fpiQitr^ h»s been attiSH>pte4 with every pofllble 
" a<Jv^^"&ge if> ijs fgkvgyr ; rif>t only frpij} the zeajpus fuppqrt of 
** d^ la^PC^^S % & S^9I? effp%^ onp, bu* fropi th^ afliftanccr 
«* 9f njen (^ grc^t we|gbt» both isp ^ o»f of power. But w\tb 
^ all thefe tempefajneijts ^i h^ Ips, it has foiled. Not one pro^ 
« felyte has been g^Q^.frpm corruption^ nor has the leaft rajr 
^ of hq^ beep lw?l4 Q^t from ^r^y quarter, that the Hoqfe of 
*? Coinm^^ wa? inclinfiid to adppt any othpr mode (^ reform. 
« The wpigh^ 9f corf uption ha^ cruflie4 Uiis more geptje, as it 
** W011I4 haye defeat:<4 apy W)re efficacious pW in the feme 
M ciroffl^ances. frpm th^t quarter, therefore, I have nothjiig. 
** t9 hop?. It is fR-OW th£ peop|,e at ^arg* that I 
*• EXPECT ANY GOOD. And I am cpnyinced, that the Qxfiy 
** wy \9 P^^ rt>W frcl tha( th^y. ^re rc^y c^nceri^ed ip the 

^ bufine& 
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^ bufinefs, '^ to cpqiteod for ^hsiv fttUy ikoTyimi inSfprnfMbh 
*' rigbu pf univtrfal reprefmWion^ I qbU them fucb» not only 
^' from my own cpnvi^Qi but frptn ^ ^wiSRax of the fikndi 
^^ to the more moderate plan, who, in the fecond addrcfi of the 
^< YoridhirjB Committ^ to the p^tde» coi»&fi that: our claims 
^ are founded on the true principles oi llie conftit;)ii«i0tt) ^nd 
^< only Qbjed to them on account of impraflarahiliiy* But tbeir 
y- plan has now b^a &ir trials and (if itisfxxxn tfas iacUmdoa 
^ of parliament that pra^icability is to'b« ^xpcdisd} ha^ bsen 
^^ found as impraAicable as ours* The aiore extenfiye pla% at 
^ the fame time that its operation is more complete, depeiids on % 
^ more efFedlual fupport, diat of the people* 

'^ I am alfo perfuaded, that if the iicheme lor additio^ county 
<< o^embers had proceeded any further, infinite difficultly wouM 
*« hfive arifen ina^ufting it. Ncitiier the Yorkfliirc Committee^ 
^ nor Mn Pitt h^ve given the detail of their {Jas* A juft re« 
<^ partition would have been a moft intricate taft, £»* where dif«* 
^ ferent interefts are feparatdyrepreient)^, the proportion is not 
%^ very eafy to afc^rtj^n* The doubt yo|i ftote cpncermng diis 
^ mode of reform ^pp^rs to me sirdl fiaunded \ a fisw great fiuni^ 
^ lies mi^t divide a county between them^ and diufe <te members 
(< by a houfe lift, like £aft India Direi3ors* Another difficulty 
^^ from the i;>cre^e ^ the nuitiher of members, wbich inight 
^ render the houfe more tumultuous, dian ddiberate, has its 
^ weight* But (he greateft obje&io% in my opinion, to thisimd 
" to every other narrow and contraAed pb^ of refi^urm, is that it 
^ proceeds upon the fame ba4 principle as the abufe it pretends 
^< to rectify ; it is ftill partial and unequal > a vaft majority of 
^ the community is. ftill left unreprefented ; and its moft efiential 
" concerns, life, liberty, and property, continue in the abfolute 
*^ difpofftl of thofe whom they do not diufe, and over whom they 
^ have no controul. In the arrangements of jSans of this kind 
5' tfaer^ i^ no Jefi(]|ng principle to determine that t}ie addition 
^' ought to be, one hundred, ££ty, or two hundred ; 4at the 
** allotment fhould be according to the population, property, or 
•' taxes paid in g^ .county; that any fuppoled proportion be- 
^ twef;^ t^ teod^d and trading intereft is Ae juft one, and that 

B 4 ^^ *^^ 



the divifion of county and city members will corrcfpond with 
•* this proportian when found. All is at fea without any com- 
« pa(s to enable us to difttnguifli the fafe frem the dangerous 
** courfc^ 

*' But in the more liberal and great plan of unheffal rtpn^ 
* fintathn^ a clear and diftinfl principle at once appears that 
•* cannot lead us wrong* Not convcniency but right j if ft is 
*< not a maxim of our eonftitution, that a Britifh fubje^ is to 
** be governed ovAy by laws to which he has Confented by him- 
** felf or his feprefcntative^ we {hould inftantly abandon the 
^ error; but if it is the eflential of freedom, founded on the 
" eternal principles of juftice and wifdom, and our unalienable 
*' birth-right, we ftiould not hefitatc in aiTertiog it- Let us 
^ then bur determine to a(5t on this board principle, of givrng U 
** iverj man bit &wn-^ and we fhall immediately get rid of all 
*' the perplexities to which the narrow notions of partiality and 
« exclufion muH ever be fubjeft. 

*f In' the digefting a plan upon this noble foundation we ftiall 
** not find any difficulty that the moft common under ftanding and 
** pains will ndt cafily furmount. It does not require half the 
** ingenuity of a common tax bill ; and as a proof of this allertion 
** I myfL4f drew the form of a bill for this purpofe, which 
^ I prefented to the Houfe erf Lords in 17805 not as a perfe£l 
* work, but merely to fhew hew cafily the objections to the 
** prafticability of the plan, and the inconveniences that are fug- 
** geftedj might be got over. 

** I believe the fending you a copy of my bill will be the bcft 
<t way of explaining its operationsp I have not one ready at this 
•* moment, but it ihall foan follow this letter, 

« I fliiill therefore only mention at prefcnt a few of its provi- 
<* fions^ which I think entirely iietnove the moft plaufiblc objec- 
** tions that have been urged againft Jt^ 

«* The prcfent number of members In the Houfe of Commons 
** is prefcrved, fo that all apprehenfion from too numerous an 
^ aflembly ceafes, 

** An account of the whole number of males of age in the 
« kingdom ii to be taken and divided by the number of niem- 

« bci-f 



< 9 ) 

^ t>ers to be fent, wKi<^ mil find the quota o( ele^rs to dasxSt 
«< one member ; from the beft accounts I cail now get, it will be 
*f about two thottfandjht btthdred*, thefe are to be formed into 
•* diftrifts or boroughs from die moft contiguous parifhes j W 
^ by having all the demons throughout the kingdom in one 
*^ and the fame day, and taken in each parish, all fear of riot and 
** tumult vartiflles. 

** The great eiqpcnce of deftions, which arifes chiefly from 
** the coft of conveying eleftors to the place of pdl, andenter- 
*^ taining diem there and on the road, will be no more, when 
w every man will vote in his own pariih. Bribery muft entirdy 
^ ceafe ; in a fingle borough it would be diiEcult ; on fo many, 
** as to have any effeft, impoffible. The numbers to be bought 
<^ would be infinitely too great for any purfe. Befides, annual 
<< parliaments, by their frequency, and by their fhortnefs, would 
'< doubly operate in preventing corruption. 

^ Thtf vafl expence of petidons to parliament on account of 
^ die illegal returns, would be reduced almoft to nodiing. The 
** points on which diefe contefts generally turn, are the quali- 
^ ficadons of the electors under die numberlefs reflridions die 
^ prefent laws have impofed, which require the attendance of 
^ witnefles, die produ<5tion of records, and are {\iijeSt to in- 
^ finite difpute. But when no other qualificadon fhould be ne- 
^ ceflary but that of being a Bridlh fubjeft, and of age, there 
** can be but litde left to contend upon as to die right of eledors 
^ to vote. All odier queflions that could afford ground for a 
^ pedtion would be trifling, and might be decided in one day. 
^ Many other objeftions are obviated by the bill, but it is need- 
** lefs here to mendon them. 

** But diere is another fort of objeSion againift which no pro- 
"^ viflon can be made, as it is merely imaginary. It is feared by 
** fome, that the influence of power and riches will give to the 
^ ariftocracy fo great a lead in diefe ele£tions, as to place the 
^ whcde government in dieir haiids. Others again dread, that 
«* when paupers and the loweft orders of the. people (hall have an 
** equal vote with -die firfl commoner in the kingdom, we.fhall 
^ 611 into aU die confufion of a democradc republic. The 
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^ ^entr^ic^y of ilje/lb two ^pjurfihfpiloiiiS might of itfdf be z 
f^ fn^pient proof that nj^ithej: extrein.e will take place. It is 
<< tfue^ that the ppordl m^n in thp kingdom M^iU have an equal 
<' yoje with the firft, ftv the cboicje of the perfo^ to whom he 
^ trufts his ^Ui ajid I think he ou^ht to. have th^t equ^l degrcQ 
f< pf ftcurit^;jgai|ift oppreffion. It is aJfo true, ihat menof fu- 
*' perior fortunes will have a fupcrior degree of weight and in* 
« fluence^ aod I think ihat as.cdac^ioA di)4 kiaowjedge generally 
*' attend propertjr^ thofc who poffefe th^m ought to have weight 
*' and inftygnce with ithe more ignorant, 3wt the effential (Jif- 
*' ference wiU bci that although the people may be led^ they can* 
" not be driyeii, Pfpperty will have its weighty a$ it eyer muft 
« have, in *11 gpverwneiits } and I conceive, that in this plan it 
^' will p;:ecifely find i];$ ji^ propojrtiQn jpombined with talents and 
^' (^rai£]ber, A ra^ of gre^ property th^t is beloved and 
** efteemed, will, as he ought^ Js^aye the greateft iwi^y i but ty- 
" r^Wiy ^^ PPJ^/?ffiop» Jthoxjgh attended with riches, may be re- 
<< fifted, ^ wiV Ao longer be attended with 4 burgage tenure 
*^ at pqpMji^. 

" AijiQthpj- fubje^ of ^pprehenfion is, th?it the prinpple of 
f' 4U>wing tQ ^v.eryjaap 4n cqjji^ rigl>t ft) vpte teijds to equality 
** in ptber r<efpq(9§, aiwl to leyel prgperty. To me it feems tQ 
" have a dire<Sl pontr^ry tend^cy. The equal rights of men tqf 
** Jfepuf ity (roBi pppr^flfbap, ^4 itQ tj^ enjpyqieats pf life and 
« litejrty, fo ikieg m? a? perfidy cor^p^ibl^ with their unequal 
** (h?res of ipdwftry? Uhour, and genius, which V« the origin of 
" inequality of fortunes- The equality and inequality of men 
** are Ipotb founded in nature \ and whilft we da not confound 
* the two, and only fupport her eft^iyhments, we cannot err* 
" The prpts^aipo pf property appear^ to me one of the moft 
** effential ends pf fpgiety ; a^d fo far froii^ jxyuripg it by this 
** pla/i, I conceive ]K to be the oply n^c^ns of p^eferving ix; for 
« 3the prefect fyftem i? ha^eaing with gre^t fcrijJes tp a per.fe<ft 
^^ equality in f^jjiperja/ poverty. 

« It b^s bew &4> Jthat tb*,s ,p^ pf extending the fight of 
^ voting t9 py^ry ji^adiyjidual a:egtes JBUch Mwafinefs in th« 
^ jpinds 9f quiet j^ wriOI-^fpgfed ^foo?j and ^»t if pgu* 

« pers. 
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* pers, vsig;i]b(Mid$, gnd perlpn^ pf ;^9 "^propertf, yreie Itft oyt^ 
^ there would be no obJ££tiQn to exf^ ^t to all ho^febqlfjtis 
^ and per((ms payizig ta^es, and that the fymc djviiioi^ into 
^ diftri£bs might take place* . My anfwer isy tba^ I know of pa 
^^ many let him be ever fb poor, who, in his confumption of food, 
^ and uib of i^juneitf, does not pay taxe^ anidduut I would wifli 
^ to encouragp an enthuiiafin ior his country in (He breail of 
^ pvery fulijf 6jb^ by giving hii^ his jujEt ^]b^£ in ilK$ governrnc^nt. 
^ I readily admit, thajt ilicfa ^ alteraticu^ wopl^ be ^ va|l iqi-' 
" prpvepiejnt; but Imuft pfe^r the ^efi|^ rigidly t» afejf* 
*' evidept principle, efpiecially >yhen attended wi|J^ no ijncmMrei^i-* 
^. ence ii^ |t)ie eif^cution, th^ J can foiefee.. Beri4es, we ih^oiild 
^^ again &}X intjo the dif^ciflties of drawing the l>ne of fepar^on 
•^ and into the difputes about qualificatiop^* 

^ The apprebenfiops tha|: wr gQv^rpmcnjt wiU beppn^ too 
*^ dempcratiC| have If^en wged pn anotfier grQund. It ha» 
^ been £iid, ^t the Houfe of Cpo^napns has uf^rped ^o 
*5 whole power of governpaent; fhat the crown in reality po 
^^ lounger ppflefTes its negative, and muft in ^ things be ni^d 
*f by the Hoi|/e pf Cop^mons : tb^at the Houie pf Lords, in. 
H confe^uence of itf e^pcluf^n (by tljfe will of the Jtjoufe of Qo^- 
*5 isons, ;^id not by law) from interfering in nvmey bills, no 
^^ long^, in fa,6i, exerpi&s the fun(3:ion8 pf abranchqf thelegifl^* 
*f t^r^;. |}ia( tb^ only means by wbic^ the balapce of the confti-^. 
«♦ pitipfl, if mw '^^ a»y degrep p^efefved, is by the irrjguhv> 
" infli^pce of the Crown and of the Peers in the Houfe of Cpm- 
** n^ons : and that if they are totally excluded from interference 
^ there, as it is fuppofed will be the cafe if this bill pafles, and 
" are npt reftored to their original fhare Of power, the equili-i. 
** briwm will be deftroyed, ar^d the Government become purely 
^ demoffratic, 

** To remedy this objefltipn, it has been anfwered by others, 
^ that it ^s but juft and reafonable, and that they pfijean at t}ie 
^^ fafpe tiqie that die Cpmmons are reftored to ^h^ir lights, ^t 
^ 4ie Crown ai^d the Peers jlhould Recover tjbi/eif s» This anfwei: 
^^ hf^ been ridipulpd ii^ my opinio^ with mpre wit, than iblidity 
^ flf argjwjfigii: ft ha^ ^ ;rcpj:efentfd i^ adojift^ipg |hat wjiijft 
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^ tbeHoufe 6f Commons continue corrupt, die King and Lordi 

• fhouid fubmit to its decifions; but that when it fhould really 
•* fpeak the voice of the people, then it would be right to revive 

* the dormant powefs of refifting it. 

« For my part I agree in opinion with thofe who are for re- 
^ ftoring to all parts of the ftate their juft rights at the fame 
** time; to do it generally, not partially, is what I muft cdntend 
•* for. At the fame time, I admit that I am not for reftoring 
" the negative of the crown* My reafon is, that it appears to 
** ms prepofleroui that the will of one man fiould for ever obr 
^ JlruEt every regulation which all the reft of the nation may think 
•* necejfary, I objeft to it, as I would to any other prerogative 
•* of the crown, or privilege of the Lords or people, that is not 

** FOUNDED ON REASON. 

** But I agree, that if the Houfe of Coipmons was reduced to 

• its natural dependence on the people alone, and the prefent 
** fyftcm of making it the exdufive part of government was 
«* continued, we fhould approach to a pure democracy more 
** tftan our conftitution warrants, or than I wiih to fee. I am 
•* not for a democratic, anymore than for an arfftocratic, or' 
•* monarchic government, Iblely; I am for that admirable 
•* mixture of the three, that our inimitable and comprchenfivc 
^ conftitution has eftablijfhed : I wifh to fee the executive part 
•* of government revert to where the conftitution has originally 

* placed it, in the hands of the crown, to be carried on by its 
** miniftcrs : thofe mlnifters under the controul of parliament^ 
** and parliament imder the controul of the people. I would 
" not have parliament made, as it daily is, a party concerned in 
^ every aft of ftate, whereby it becomes the executive, for ^diich 
*^ it is not calculated, and lofes its fuperintending and controul- 
** ing power, which is the main end of its inftitution. For* 
«* \rfien the two Houfes are previoufly pledged by addrefles, 
** votes and refolutions, it becomes extremely difficult for them 
•* afterwards to cenfure meafures in which they have been f<> 
** deeply engaged by a&s of their own. Another great tnconve- 
«* nicnce arifes from parliament's taking fo much of the execu- 
^ tiveof governra«nt on itfeli^ which is, the exceffive length oT 

« the 
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<F tfaf fkf&qns i ai^ evil whi$:b of late ha3 greatly enjcreafed Now 
f^ that parliatnei^ is engag^ in every detail in order to fcreen 
^ the minifter, it never can fioiih its bufinefs tijl thp ojiddle 
** of the fummer, when the independent country gentleman^ 
<' tired of a long attendee, aiid hot weather in town, is retired 
f* to his private bufmeft in the cpuntry, and that of (he public 
5^ left to be fettled in thin hpufes by a few dependents of the 
.^ mfnifter. A fhort feffipn of two or three months would b^ 
ff fufficient tp examine the expenditure of fprmer grants, to 
^ make new ones, to redrefs grievances, and pafs fuch general 
*^ laws as circumAances might require. Xb^ incooveniency and 
5< expence to a private member of parliament in attending hi; 
*^ duty would then be trifling ; and inftead of forty commoners 
.^ and three peers to form a quorum to decide the greateft mat-* 
** ters of ftate, the attendance of two-thirds pf each body, whldi 
<« would give refped tp their proceedings, might and ought to 
f^ be required. I am alio free to own my opinion, that when 
« the Houfe of Lords fbalj be effefiually prevented from having 
*' any influence in the Houfe of Commons, a$ I think it muft b^ 
^ this bill, it ihould at the fame time recover its equal nghts in 
<( evtry refpe£l with die Houfe of Coounons as a coordinate 
*< branch of the legiflature, Thefe fentiments are I think con- 
f< fonant to the idea fo well exprefled in your letter to the vo- 
f* lunteer army of die province of Ulfter, ^ to reftore to die 
^ Crown its original fplendor, to nobility its ancient privileges, 
f^ and to ^e nation at large its inherent rights." 

^ I believe I have now troubled you with all that is neceflary 
« concerning piy plan. My Bill will £hew the detail as £ur as 
** concerns die Houfe of Copimons and the ele£tion of Scotch 
** Peers : The regulations for reftoring to the crown its execu* 
*< five, and to the Houfe of Lords its deliberative fun<aions fhouM 
** be added to, and form a part of this Bill 5 but I have not as yet 
« had rime and lei(lire to prepare them. 

" In what I have faid, I have (hewn my opinion concerning 
^ di^ ift, 3d, 4th, 6th and 8th queftions you have propofed 
« to me/ There remain the :}d 5th and 7th to be conlt- 
1^ derei' 
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^ la rcfptSt to the fecond, which I prcfume relat^sf to the 
^ a&niffioii of Roman Catholics to votfe at eleftions, I <an only 
^ fiijTy di^ft iht feme principles whteh go to civil liberty, equally 
** kad to liberty of confclence : I adrfiire with yerti the glorious 
** spirit of tokl^tlc*! whith you fayhai imited thcf once diftrafted 
^ khabitiirm bf ItAini into &nb indifibtiAyM ihafs : And I arh 
^ filre thart notbirig flioft of erVMeftt Bahget to the ftafe can 
** warptftt ki iftt^rfe^entc in rtligte*^ ©i^JtitenS. But uHac- 
«* qaiinted a» I am ^rift fte ftale of h^iinS^ H ii impoffi^ for 
5* roe tcr fcnbit the" ^f efent fe'teper mi dlfptofition of the Roman 
^ Catholics timts Ani th<»fe dftly iiifto af'6' on th* ^trt cart judge 
^ bow fer e*diiifiof1f of flfis fort dj-e hece|Ia^, or ought tp 
•^ extend. 

•* WiA regitxf to? €ie $fH ^ftioiij if Voting by ballot is 
<^ sldvifeabk ? I am clcai^ty of opinion that it it not. The idea 
*' of « ballot tsfk haVc ^fen but to avoid the efFetft of fome im- 
f* pvo^er infliretiQ^i aAd I ^teetye it much mpre nofele, diredHy 
^ to ^heck that infltfenp^j fiian ihArc£Hy to evadlfr it by coricieal- 
** rtient smd deceit. I am conyinced that trrvhil cirtutnftaftces in 
•* dA|ig6 Kke this tend greatly to form the nattottal character j 
** and thit it is moft cOnfiftent with ^t of a Bnttfli or Iriffi 
** fre^m^A, that all hi^ aftlons fhouljj he open and i^voWed, and 
" tliai he fhould not bfe aibamed of declaring in Ae face of his 
** cG^itttf v^hom he >ri(bds to intruff with i^s intereffs. Upon 
•* the (zmt idea thaf biillots may be a cover for indeperidence| 
" they muft alfo be a cfoak foi' bribery, and a fdiool fbf lying 
** «nd dfettit. 

<• As to" the fih ^ueffidn, whefiher it wotijd not be equitable? 
^ or ^xpedifent flirft Bo^ougW now in the pofieffion of tedivrduals 
*f fboukl bfe purchaftd by the ration ? I think, that although nq 
^ maW can have a ftridl cldm in equity to be refunded the loft 
•* of what neiAdr buyer nor fe)ler had a rjght to barter, yet it 
** will be wife to purchase tht good v^ill, or at leaft to foften the 
«* refiftafrtcc, of the preferit pfoWerfu! poffeflbrs of boroughs, by 
^ a moft am5>}e c6nfpertfatit)n. The liberties ^ a nation cartnot 
« fee boMgHt m dear ;- but fte n^hrie coft of Aefe |Jorougts 
« would not amount to the profits of one jobbing contract. 

« I have 
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^< I have flow anftrered aQ the queftions ymi have been pleafed 
f* to propofe: but I rhiift mention another advantage which 
*' ought to recommend the meafures you are p'uifuing^ to tvttf 
'^ friend to the internal peace ami quiet qf die kingdom, which 
^ Is, that ivheh the pei^le have obtained a regular, legal, Imd 
" fpeedy way of giving effed to Aeir fentinients, Aere can rio 
.*' longer be any apprehenfion of their endeavouring to redrefi 
^< themfelves by mobs and tumults ; and eveA filch regular and 
^ 1^11-conduded mee^ngs as yt^rs will becorne liei^e& t 
^ motion this circumftance with die more fttisfii^on, a^ it 
^ ftamps your coadu^ with the moft unequivocal marks of difin- 
** tcrefted patriotifin. Power, when once acquired, is generally 
^ endeavoured to be preferved by its pofieflbrs j but you, after 
** having taken up yours from neceffity, and employed it ufefaUy, 
** are now endeavourii^, with uhexaitipled virtue, to render its 
** continuance uxuieceffiiry. For great 3i your ferviccs have 
^' been, in fb foon forming a cortplefe arihy, in the advantages 
** you have procured for your country, in the good order you 
** have preferved, sliid in the efficacy you have given to law, 
*^ you will derive ftill greater credit* in thy opmion, from your 
f* good fenfe in feeing tittt a great military force, totally uncon- 
^ ne£lcd with the civil government, cannot be a permanent efta- 
** blifhment in a free country, whofe iirft principle is never to 
** trufi abfolute power in any hands whatever. Your prefent 
** endeavours to reftore die conftituticm to its purity and vigor, 
** evidently tend to make this arid every extraordinary inftitution 
^' nnneceflary : for, when the people are feirly and equally repre- 
^ fented in Parliatitent, when they have aftntial opportunities of 
^ changing dieir deputies, and thrcAigh them of controuling 
^ every abufe of government in a fafe, eafy, and legal way,- 
** there can be no longi^r any rearfb/i fdr recurring to thofe ever 
^ -dangerous, diough fometimes ftecelTary expedients of an armed 
^ force, which nothing but a bad goverrtinent can juftify. Such 
^ a magnanimous end to your proceedings, when, after havings 
** reftored liberty, commerce^ $rid free govefiraient to your 
" country, you (hall voluntarily retirel to the notle charafter of 
^ private Citi3&ens, peaceably -tftj^ng tSe \>kBn%s you have 
' ♦* procured^ 
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f prpcimred, will crown your labour* with cvcrlafting glory* 
}^ and is worthy the gemiine patriotijC fpirit .which animates the 
^ Irilh. Volunteers, 

" Before I conclude, I beg leave to exprefs a wilh that the 
** mutually effential connexion between preat-Britain and Ire* 
^ Izn^ may fpon be fettled or; fome liberal am) fair footing. Th^t 
f^ whjcb did.fubfift was on fuch. narrow and abfurd principleS| 
^ tiiat no friend tp either kjngdgm can regret its lofs ; fonnded 
^ on conftraint gnd dependence, incompatible with the condition ^ 
f^ of freqnen, Ireland had an indifputabk right to diiTolve it 
^ whenever flie chofe fo to do. But furely, if we do not inean 
f^ a total fsparation, it would be right to agree upon fome 
-** new terms by which we are to continue conne£led. I have 
<< always diought it for the intereft of the twa Iflands to he in<* 
^ corporated and form pne lund |he ^me kingdom, with d«e 
^ £une legiilatur<e, 9}eeting fopfi^tinves in Ireland as well as m 
" England. Bpt if there are didnrulties pa fuch an uniqp i)Ot to 
« be got oyer at prefent, <bme fort of fcediral uniony at leaft, be- 
*f tween the two Ij^ingdoms, feems neceflfary to afcertain the Qiany 
*^ circumihnces that concern their joint interefts ; and Mtt xmioh, 
<* of this (brt may now be formed with much greater proprietjr 
^ than before, as it will be fandified by the free ^onfent of inde^ 
^' pendent nations. 

^ I do conceive that fom^ ftep of this (brt is a^(bltttely neceflary^ 
<( becaufe the prefent fopting, qf fepacation rather than^uniooi, is 
*^ too un&if to \i^ 9ble \or^ %o fiibfift- England, befides the 
'< load of the whole debt contracted for the u(e of both kingdoms^ 
^^ bears all the burdens of naval defence ^d foreign negociations> 
^ an(l by far more than its proportion of the land fervice in time 
«* qf war. B|it wh^t is worfe, is, |hat there b no certainty 
<' now leflf, that wfc fl^all haye ^e fame enemies, and the fame 
f* friends : I^iffefent interefts as they may appear, may lead one 
^ kingdcxn to think a war neeeflary, and the other to remain tn 
^ peace : The faufie Kipg, in his different kingdoms, may think. 
*' it wife to foUqw di? adyicc of his refpedive Parliaments : I 
^ need fcarcely add, thaf the unavoidable confequences of fuch a 
^ difference, are a fior betwoeo the two kingdoms^ Ui^e& 
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^ (bme fetdement takes place upon thefe and many oAer lol* 
^ portant fubjeds, I am far from being clear that it will be fbf 
■* the advantage of liberty in either kingdom^ that its Mdnafdl 
^ (hould continue the fovereign of a neighbouring ftate> with 
^ whidi ft has no tonne£tion. I am fenfible that there are great 
^ difficulties attending die adjuftment of fuch an union, and that 
*^ it requires great wifdom and temper to form it, efpecially on 
*^ ^the part of Ireland which muft feel tiiat fhe ought to give the 
^ preponderance to Great-Britain : but I am fure the bufinefs 
•• ought not to be neglefked, and that every true friend to both 
^kingdoms ought to give it his moft zealous affiftance. 

^ I beg pardon for having gone into a fubjed not immediately* 
^ belonging to that, upon which you hare defired my opinion, 
^ but I thought 4t fo conne£M widi it, and at die (ame time (b 
^ important, that I truft you will excufe my having introduced 
•* it. I fear I have been very long, but it was impoffible for me 
^ to comprefs fo much matter into a lefs compafs, and when you 
a wifhed to have my opinion, I thought it beft to give it fully, 
^ or at leaft as fully as I could in a letter. If it contains one 
^ thought that can be ufeful, I (hall be happy* I have only ta 
^ afTure the Committee o( the zeal I feel for the caufe the Volun«» 
^' teers have undertaken, to the fupport of which I fhall ever be 
^ ready to give every affiftance in my power 5 and that it is with 
*^ the higheft refpedt and admiration for their conduit that I have 
^ the honour to be, 

« Their moft obedient, 

« and moft humble fervant, 

** RICHMOND, &c^ 

« Jugu^ 15/A, 1783. 
« To Lieut. Col. Sharman." 



Mr. Law. I have l(Jokcd over the copy the Sheflield witneft 
(poke to, while the Clerk has been reading the letter, and I find 
the only variations in this copy to be the word nor^ inftead of 
not J and a tranfpofition of the word and it is, ar^ and taking^ 
inftead of and are taking. 

Mr. Erjkine, Gentlemen, ibis letter, which from die import* 
•Vol. IV. C ance 



^^ Q|'4^ei!u%^ as well a^ the dignity and good fenfe ofthd 
4^fhari'l diQ^ to read firft, w^ written in anfwer ta the refolu-- 
tiol;^ ttu^ )u(d been pafled in Ireland^ when Lieutenant Cdonel 
S^iamian was in the Chair. 

This letter was written by your Grace, in cpnfequence of tho 
fefokitions that bad pafTed at the meeting o£ Delegates of forty* 
^vecorp$? 

A It was written in anfwer to tibe letter thatis printed with it^ 

Mr. ErJkitUp Then I have a right totead iu 

M^^ Atatney^ GentraU There can be no pretence for readingj 
^y thing more thaix has been read upon the ground of any evi-» 
d^nce that had yet been given; whatever re^e£^ may be due ta 
the opinions of his Grace the D.i*ke of Richmond^ I have » 
l^gher dvity bel^ngijag t<> mey ajjul certainly \ fliould not havo 
peropiittecjL the letter t'a have been read if it had not been produced^ 
according t9:my judgmenty agreeably to the rules of evidence^ ii> 
^nf^quQnqe of a witnefs at t&e bar ftatin^ that the pamphlet^ in 
%% hand, contaanad th^ fcheme of Reformy diat he, the witnefs^ ' 
^oceeded upoi^ r-^-srfter he had: ilated that^. as a faA, be had made 
1^ paper paji[t of his evidence, and I conceive that paper woulA 
^n have, been; cvtdc^nce,^ w4iedier his Grace the Duke o^ 
Rictvn.oi)d' hai been called \x> ftate tli^t fe£k wbidi his Grace,} 
a<;cording to hi^ <^va£icry I prefume, would ftate every whercy 
ind<?ed which the worl4' knows, ibathe was the author of it j bi*fr 
I fubmit to your LordifhipS that it is going a great deal fiutiier, tO' 
endeavour to connefb a letter,- written by Colonel Sharman to- 
the Duke of Richmond,, with the Duke of Richmond's letter, in 
©rder to make that evidence between the King ^nd the prifoner ;: 
no witnefs having ftated, as yet,^ that Aey had ever feen iiwy 
letter from Colonel Sharman to- the Diike of Richmond^ or that 
they had proceeded upon fuch. paper, or. haddireifted their mind^. 
©r. conduft, in any refpeft whatever by it» 

Afr. Erjkiru* Wa? not thi^s letter, that has been read, pub- 
lijb^ at the time; and was it publifhed fepyately, or as an? " 
aoj^er to tiiat preceding it in Aisbook.? 

J» Published at the time as it is there, 

^ . With that to whiph it is an ^nfwjf r ? 
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Mr. Attorney General Still I objcft to Colonel Shirman^ 
letter being received in evidence. 

Mr. Erjkine. I fhall not argue it now, though I am not un^* 
prepared to argue it with my learned friend whenever the time 
fliall arrive; in the mean while your Lordfhip wilt give me leave 
to read an extraift from Ae Journals of the proceedings of die 
Houfe of Lords. 

(jf Clerk of the Houfe of Lords produced a volume of the 
Journals of the Lords). 

Mr. Er/ktne* Is this die Journal of die Z^tds' Houfe of Par^ 
liament of the year 1780. 

J. It is* 

Mr. Erjktney to the Duke of Richmond^ Will your Grace have 
the goodnefs to caft your eye upon diis Journal, of the 8th of 
February, 1780 ? There is an entry that the Lords fhould be 
fummoned to attend the Houfe, for confidering a motion for ap* 
pointing a Committee, and afterwards there follows a protdl-^ 
figned by your Grace, and a great number of very illuflrious 
Peers of diis country, among die refl I fee die name of Earl 
Camden. — Will your Grace have the goodnefi to tell me if that 
IS your fignature to die Proteft f 

A. It is. 

Mr. Attorney General. 'What Is die evidence you propofe to 
adduce ? 

Xfr. Erjkine^ I will ftate die nature of this evidence which I 
oflFer ; I will alfo flate upon what principle I conceive it to be 
evidence, uhlefs the Attorney General fhall diink it a more re- 
gular way for me to content myfelf widi fbting the nature of it, 
leaving to him, in die firfl inflance, to frame bis objection, aiid 
for me' to anfwer it. — This was a motion, which' canie on in the 
Houfe of Lords, recorded in the Journals of Parli^Uheht; diere were 
peddons from a gfeat number of aflbciated bodies of men in this 
country, which aflbciadons were calling emphadcally and loudly 
upon the Houfe of Commons, to attend to'itstruft, fbrthe Houfe 
of Commons is, itfelf, a delegated body, reprefenting the people; 
calling'upon die'Houfe of Commons torattgnd'taits truil in confer 

Q 3 ^ueixQQL 
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quence of that wafteful horrible expenditure which took pUce 
ia the American war, 

Afr, Bower, You are dating certain &(^s which do not appeat 
upon the evidence you offer. 

J/r. Erjkine, They do exprefsly. 

Mr. Sower. You ftate that, in fiiS, to be a proceeding in Par* 
fiament upon certain petitions, which I (ay is not opening the 
evidence, unlefs you find it there. 

Mr. Erjkine. I do ftate that, and I mean to read it. 

l,ord Chief Jujtice Eyre. I take it you are now going to 
open a motion in the Hou& of Lords, which is upon dieir 
Journals. 

Mr. Erjkine. Juft fo. 

Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. You may open the fubftance of that 
motion ; and if you go beyond that, then their objeilion lies, that 
you have ftatedfome thing which is not in the evidence. 

Mr. Erjkine. I am much intereftcd in avoiding objedionSy 
becaufe I am hardly able to go through the common examination 
without that. The noble Lords, in the Proteft, ftate their 
ireafons for that Proteft i and without reading this, which I have 
no right to do, till your Lord/hips fliall be pleafed to receive it in 
evidence, I fliall be in order, if I only ftate what I take to be the 
general fubftance of it; and if I, in ftating that, fliould ftep beyond 
what the paper itfejfftiould afterwards fliew when admitted, then I 
am perfuaded I fliall have given very juft offence to the Court. The 
noble Lords, among whom are his Grace the Duke of Rich- 
mond, the witnefs, Lord Camden, and others, whofe names are 
hot material, upon the rejeftion of this motion, proteft, 
becaufe they conceive it to be the duty of the Houfe to hften to the 
Will of the people ; — this is evidence to prove, that when thefc 
very numerous aflbciated bodies prefented their petitions, in con- 
jfequence of having had Committees to co-operate with one ano- 
ther, that the Houfe confidered that, although it might be na- 
tural enough,' torejeftthe petitions of private men, yet when the 
people were in large aflbciated bodies, co-operating with on§ 
another, in order to fpeak what was the will of a very confiderablc 
Portion of the people (more especially if it fliould at laft cQmc ta 
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be Ac majority of die public) that it is a principle never to be in-' 

Taded, nor argued away, that the will of the people " 

Mr. Attorney General. I do not know what it is Mr. Erfldne 
is now alluding to; but if he will ftate to me that it is a proceed-t 
ing of the Houfe of Lords of tliis kingdom, which he conceives 
can be of ufe to a fubjeft of this kingdom, ftanding at that bar, 
let it be what it will, if it be a proceeding of the Houfe of Lords, 
2 win not obje£t to it. 

• Mr. Erjkine. I am much obliged to you, I was fure that 
would come from you ; I affure your Lordfliip, that Mr. Gibbs 
and I have read it, and we do think it is material evidence, 

(It was read.) 
E^traSf from the Parliamentary Regtfter of the Houfe of laris^ 
Vol 15. Page 180. 
" Friday^ February %th^ 1780. > 

. " It was then moved to appoint a Committee, confifting of 
^^ Lords pofleffing neither place nor penfion, to examine, with- 
<< out delay, into the public expenditure, and the mode of ac« 
^ counting for thcj fame. 

^ Which being obje<^ed to, after a long debate, the queftion . 
« was put, whether to agree to the laid motion, 
^< Refqlved in the megative. 
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*« Dissentient, 
^ Firft, Becaufe however the wafte of public money, and 
« the profufion of ufelefs falaries, may have been heretofore 
^ overlooked in the days of wealth and profperity, the nc- 
•*' ceffities of the prefent time can no longer endure, the feme; 
^ fyftem of corruption and prodigality, 

« The fcarcity of money, die diminifhed value of land, the ;, 
« finking of rents, with the decline, of trade, are melancholy 

C 3' ^* ip<^^ 
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^ p)roph that wc arc almoft arrived at Ifae end pf t^ption} an4 
^ yet the demands are annually increafed, whilfr tb<^ hop^ of 
<< peace are every year put to a grpatcr difta^e.- 

^ For let any oian cpnfider tjbe immenfe debt, ipcr^fed be« 

-»■•.■ •' • ' - •■••.'■ 

<f yond the poffibility of paynient, vrijth the prefept aocumu)2^ion 
^ of taxes upon every article^ not oijly of Iwury, bi^t pf cqr^ 
<< venience^ and even of necei&ry uft ) and let him c^ry hi^ 
<' thoughts forward to thofe additional duti(;s whic^ n^pft be; 
*5 immediately impofcd, to majce good the intereft of tbe ap- 
<^ proaching loan, and of that debt which will r^cnain upfUndodji 
** he will find that, at leaft, one miljion and aq half of int^rcft 
*' muft be provided for, befides what may be further neceilary to 
^* make good the deficiencies of the late taxes^ 

^ Under thefc circumftances, (he fayings of a ftri^ and vf'- 
** gilant oeconomy in every branch, and the application of over-r 
*' grown falarie3, unmerited penfions, and ufelefs places to the 
^ public fervjce, are almoft the only refources left in die eac- 
« haufted ftate of our finances, But befidcj the ftrong argu- 
** ment of neceffity that preffes upon the prcfent moment, fuch 
^< and fo great are the abufes in die management and expenditure 
** of the public money, as would call for the ftridteft enquiry 
*' and animadverfion even in the beft of times. The practice of 
** expending immenfe fums without confent of Parliament under 
•* the feUacious head of contingencies and extraprdiparies, the 
«* greater part of whidi might e^lyie cpmprized in an eflimate, 
« but becaufe fome unforefeen articles are not capable of fuch 
« precifion ; the Minifter has, undpr that colpur, found out a 
« mediod of expending the public money, — l^irft^ ad libitum, 
^ when it has been fo e?(pended, has found means to induce Par* 
^ liament to think itfelf bound in honour to ratify and.maVe it 
« good, deferves the higheft cenfure; and no Minifter who fliall 
^* dare to ftake the public CFedit for money that has not beeii 
^ votedj^ ought to be pftified by a lefe authority than an A€t of! 
<* Indemnity. The millions which remain in confe,quence unex- 
<« plained and unaccounted for; the fliameful facility of admit- 
«' ting almoft every claina — ^the improvident, bargains made fpr 
^ the public fervice^^the criminal neglcft, and ^ven contempt of 

S . f^ the 



* die few dieeks eftaUiflted in the Bpord.of TitaSjuf^ MiM 
^ great part of the m^ne^ b^ng (bared in its paflage aoiong t 
^' tribe of Calkfftonj Clerks^ Agents^ Jobbers, or Coiitradors> 
^ or psid V9ay hj official extdrtion, or ftoipt in itt courfe to 
^ breed inierelk ($r ferae impofing ihcKyidualSy arc grieyancci 
^^ which the preiimt motioii haa in yieW to remedy* . 

^ Secondly^ Bot grea^ aod important as tiie motion is in this 
^ view of it^. it b fltll moce important in anodier,- as it tends t9 
^ narrow the wide fpreadBng intiietice of die Growni that has 
^ fennd its way into erery cfprner of the kingdom.. 

^ It is fufEcient to ailode to this grievance widiout any further 
.^ enlargement; but this argument, though, perhaps, the ftrongeft 
<:^ in favour of the motion, has been turned into an oUedtion, a9 
f^ if it meant to abridge the rights of Mbnardiy, ana make the 
/^ Crown dependant upon tb^ Parliament. 

<^ If the objeiXon means ^o infinuate diat corruption is ne« 
^ ceflary to Goveriunent, we ihall leave that principle to confutr 
^* itfelf by its own apparent iniquity. 

. ^ That this motion is intended to diminiib die conftitudonal* 
F< power of the Crown, we deny ; the conffituticynal power of 
^ the Crown we are no lefi folicitous to prefbrve dian we are tq 
^ annihilate its unconftitudonal ii^uence. The prerogadve^ 
^ righdy underftood, not touched, or intended to be touched by 
f^ this modon, wiQ fupport die Crown in all die fplendour 
ff which the King*s perfonal dignity requires, and vnth all the 
f^ audiority an4 vigoi|r nepeffiury to^ giye due cSkEt to die exe« 
¥ cudve pollers of Governments 

<< It ba3 been argued, diat this is not a proper tnne for Re-; 
*f formatipn, when all the attendon of the kingdom fliould be 
if employed tipon die ypr, as the great and on)y objeft in die 
f* prefent dme of diftrefs; to which we beg leave to infift, that 
f* the prefent is, for that yery reafon, the propereft dme, be- 
f^ caufe nothijtig is {6 eflendal to die condud and proiecution of 
ff die war as die frugal management of ^at fupply, by which 
f^ (Mily it can be ^ried on with fuccefi y nor ought the plan of 
ff oeconomy to be any longer delayed at die rifque of a general 
fl bankruptcy , and, from the hift^ry of diis as -well as other 
'**''■ • P + ^* countries* 
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* countries, times ofneceiEty have always- been timet' o^ 
« Heform. ' 

<< Thirdly, Becaufe we conceive diat the mode of a Com<^ 
^ mittee, which might be to a& with a Committee of the odier 
^ Houfe, .and might, if neceflary, be rendered durable, and 
^ vefted with due powers by an aft of the whole legiflature/ 
^ might bring bade the public; expenditure to its conftitutional 
^ principle } mi|^t devife proper regulations for opening con-/ 
<^ trafts to the propo£ils of every fiur bidc^r, for reforming 
^ the abufes of office and die enormities of fees, with die 
^ variety of other abu&s, particularly diat of large fums of- 
^ QKmey lying in the bands of individuals, to the lofs of the" 
<« State. 

^ An objeftion has been ftrongly urged on die ground of an 
<< apprehenfion expreiTed by fome Lords, as if they ferioufly . 
•'entertained it,, of its producing a qu^el between the two 
^ Houfes of Parliament^ in confequence of which the public 
« bufinefs might be obftrufted, by a claim on the part of the, 
^ Houfe of Commons to an exdufive right of confidering and 
^^ providing for die fubjefts of this motion.^ 

^< Such a daim cannot poffibly be fupported as a confequence 
<( of a claim of that houfe to originate money bills. Not a' 
^ iingle Lord appeared to entertain an idea that fuch a claim ' 
«* would be well founded. In truth, die obje6tion fuppofes it to 
^ be ill*fbunded, and diat therefore this Houfe will refift it^ 
^ and yet it aflumes that die Houfe of Commons will advance 
^< and perfift in this ill-founded daim. We cannot difcover any* 
<* colour for: fudi a fuppofition, unlefe we were to adopt the 
« inlinuations of thofe who reprefent die corrupt influence' 
^ (which it is our wiih to fupprefs) as already pervading diaC 
<( Houfe. Thofe who entertain that opinion of one Houfe of 
^ Parliament^ will hardly think lefs difrefpeafuUy of the odier,* 
^ To them it will feem a matter of indiiFerence whether the 
<( motion is defeated by the exertion of that influence to exdte** 
'^ a groundlefs daim in the one Houfe, or by a groundleft ap- 
<rprehenflon of fuch a claim in the other. But we, who would ^ 
*^ be undcrftood to think with more refpeft of both, cannot en-i- 
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• tertatn an apprehenfion fo injurious to the Houfe of Common^ 
^ as that they would, at this time efpecially, and on this occa- 
^ iion, have advanced fuch a claims 

** The motion has iikewife been objefted to, on account pt 
^ its diCqualifying perfons ppflcffing employments or penfions, to* 
*' be of the propofed Committee. We arc hr from fuppofing^ 
**. that the poiTeffion of a place or penfion, neccflarily corrupt" 
<^ the integrity of the poflefibn We have feen, and the public' 
^^ have feen, many illuftrious inftances to the contrary ; yet we 
^ cannot but fuppofe that the public's expectation of advanta^ 
^ from this meafure would have been lefs fanguine, if they had ieeii 
** perfons pofleffing offices fele<Sted to diftinguifli how far dicir 
•* offices were ufeful, or their falaries adequate. They, perhaps^ 
^ would not think the poiTefibr of a penfion, or office^ the fittefi: 
^ judge how far that pendon or office had been merited, or was 
** neceflary. We «cannot therefore think the motion juftly ex-' 
^ ceptionable on this ground ; it rather appears to us to have 
<< been drawn widi a proper attention to noble Lords in that 
^ Parliament, exempting them from a fituation which they mutt 
^ neceflarily wifli to decline. 

** We conceive ourfelves warranted, in the mode propoledt' 
^ by precedent as well as reafon, and it was ftated to the Houfe 
^( to have been recommended by the moft approved conftitu-'* 
^^ tional authors, who have written fince the Revolution ; but 
*' having offered to meet any odicr propofition which might ' 
^ carry with it fubftantial remedy, and no fuch being ofiered," 
** notwithftanding the time this propofition has lain before the 
^ Houie, we cannot help confidering die prefent negative as ' 
^* going to the fubftantial as well as formal part of the modoa,* 
^ and hold ourfelves obliged to avail ourfelves of our right of* 
<< entering our proteft againft the rejection of the above pro* 
<^ pofition« 

^ Fourthly, we are farAer Impelled to prefs this motion, be- ' 
^ caufe the objed^ of it has been feconded, and called for by a' 
<9 ccmfiderable majority of the pec^e, who are affociating fof ' 
^ diis purpcie, and feem determined to purfue it by every legal' 
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^ sbmI cohflitufional method that caii be devi%d far its fiiticeir{ 
^ and however fome may affedl to be alirmedv as if fadi giSo4 
^ ciations tended to dffturb the peaice> or encroach upon tfie de-? 
^ legated power of the other Houfe, we are perfuaded it has 
. * no other view, but to coUcft the fcnfc of the people and to 
<« inform the whole body of the reprefentatives what are dieien«* 
.^ ttments of the whole body a{ their conftituents, in whicdi re*- 
^ (peO. Iheir proceedings hare been orderly, peaceabk, .and 
^ conftitutiooal ; and if it be aiked v{^t farther is to be done^ 
^ if tbefe petitions are rejedked, the bcft anlfvrer is, that the cafe 
^ caiwol be fuppofed ; for although^ upon a few feparate peti- 
^ tions, it may be iairly faid, that the other Houfe ought not 
^ to be decided by a part only of their conftituents, yet it can* 
^ not be prefumed they wiU a£k in defiance of the united wifhes 
•* of the whole people, or indeed of apy great cmt notorious 
" msgority. It is adinitted that tiiey have -e power to vote as 
^ diey think &t; but it is not poffible jEo conceive that lb wifir 
<^ an afieinbly will ever be raih enough to rejed fiich petitions^ 
^ and by tjkat means caOie this dangerous queftion to be 
^ broached and agitated, whether they have pot broke their 
<*. truft. 

** The voice of the people will certainly h^ complied with, 
* Miniflers may, as they feem to have done in a rtcent in- 
^ ftance, deprive any man of what he holds at their [deafure^ 
•• for prefuming to exercife his undoubted right of thinking for 
^ himfelf, on thefe ai>d other public fubjeds ^ but it will not be; 
^ wile in Aem to treat thefe affociations widi contempt, mr call 
^ them by the invidious name of Fadion; a name by which 
•* the Minoritju, in both Houfes pf Parliament, have been fo 
** frequently, and fo falfcly calumniated. 

^^ Becaufe the name, ip applied,, will recoil back upon Acm* 
<• felves, wheii afting againft the general fenfe of the nation^ 
" NcMT will they be ai»le to reprefent thefe numbers^ fo rcfpeft- 
^^able in n^ik and property, as they did but too:fuccefsiuUy' 
*^ the difcontented Americans, as a mob of indigent and (edkiou^ 
^ incendiaries, becaufe the people, to whom this is ^ddreffed,:ar^* 
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^ tlie very people .that are abufed, and every man bears wiiti^ 
^ himfelf the teftimony c^ its ialfehood ; the Minifters, 9a 449 
^ particular occafipii, canAojL deceive |he |people. 



« Fortefcue^ 


King, 


Wycombe, 


^ Harcoujrt, 


Abergavenny, 


Craven, 


<* Dc Ferrars, 


J. Eeterborough| 


iLockinghamt 


*f Beaulieu, 


Abingdon, 


Scarborou|^ 


f< Camden, 


Pembro]pe and 


Jerfey, 


•< Coventry, 


Montgomery, 


DevoBfiiire» 


*f Richmond) 
« Manchefter, 
^ Derby, 


Fitzwilliam, 
Rultand^ r 
JSTug. Temple, 


PiiTentient wl&oitf 

reafons, 
Radnor, 


^ Effingham, 


Bolton, 




«*. Grafton, 


Courtenay, 


For all the above 


«. Portland, 


Stamford, 


reafims except flinr 


f^ Ferrers, 


Tankerville^ 


fourth. 


ft Cholmondeley, 


J, St, Afeph, 


Oibome^" 



ifc/r, Daniel ^tuarfy (called in again). 

Jlir. Erfkintfl call back this gentleman oi^y for tih^ jmrpob 
of afking him one quefidon, which J could not with prc^riety aft 
)iiin before i — ^you ftated, in your former examination, your p^-« 
Ibnal acquaintance ^vith the prifoner at the bar, and your tran& 
a&ions wi|hhim before \ did you ever hear him fiate what his 
j>Ian of Reform was ? 

' jL Yes, I have \ be always ftated it tabe the Duke of Rkli* 
mood's plan, uniyerial fuiFrage and annual parliamentSf 

j^. Was that ^d VH you publicly^ or it\ the privacy of ccnSf 
Jence? 

A* It was (aid publidy^ an4'he fold me fome copies^ of the 
Puke of Richmoi^'s letter. 

Mr. Attorney G^neraif I really muft objed: to this fort of w« 
9fnination« 

^f ^rjkinf. yim I Wi^ lAOW ^S^ni this queftiqn; I am 
^ ' t. c . . p#rfuaded 
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perfuaded your Lordfliips will not refufe to the unfortunate imif 
ad; the bar, that evidence which has been received for every pri-** 
foner under fimilar circumftances, from the earlieft times of our 
hiftory to the prefent moment. I am forry to confume the time of 
die Court, but if I am called upon I will repeat to your Lcnrd- 
fhips, verbatim, from, the State Trials, various queftions upon? 
fimilar occafions, put by different prifoners. by confent of all tfae^ 
Judges, all the Attorney Generals, and Solicitor Generals, and* 
Counfel for the Crown : I only wiih to know whether the quct * 
tioQ is objeded to or no ? V 

, Mr. Attorney General. It is; 

Mr. Erjktne. I will proceed, and I have much morepleaiiire* 
In doing it from the manner in v«*ich the Attorney Qeneral con- ' 
duded faimfelf recently, becaufe the moment that it was ftated as * 
stproceeding which,, we thought, mightbe ferviceable to the pri- * 
foner, and coufiftent with the rules of evidence, he inftantly ac** ^ 
ceeded to its produ^on — therefore, independent of {atisfying^- 
your Lordfhips, if I can fatisfy my learned friend that we are in 
tiie regular courfe, I 'am perfuaded he Would be forry, him- 
felf, that this prifoner fliould be deprived pf die advantage whidi - 
all others have enjoyed. 

1 believe the reafon why a matter of this fort falls into debate, 
18 the very Angular anomoly of the cafe before your Lordfbtps^,^' 
and I am the more inclined to think that I Ihall fucceed in dite * 
little that I have to offer to you from what fdl from the learned* 
Judges of the Court of King's Bench (two of i?rfiom are ncrvt 
prefent) when it was difcuffed how far a paper that had been ^ 
publifhed in the year 1780, which was fuppofed to have been 
written by fome perfons of rank, fhould have been received in ' 
evidence by Juflice Wilfbn, \rfio tried an individual in Ae 

year 1793, for a libel The Court fupported the rejeftion of it/ 

-^The learned judge rejefted it upon this principle: — Thatdie 
defendant in that cafe was charged with an ad, which aft was Ac' 
publication of a libel; and that, although the late aft of Parlia- 
ment direfts in fa£l, that the trial upon a libel, like the trial ' 
upon any other cafe, proceeds by the Judge's giving hi» opinion 
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to the Jory in matter of law, ftill it does not require that there 
^ould be any evidence upon the fubjedl ihewing the intentioa 
of the prifoner. 

Jkfr, Jujlice Buller^ What profccution do you allude to ? 

Mr. Erjkine. The cafe of Daniel Holt; and upon thii 
ground, they lay, you may rebut evidence which faftens any 
Jthing that is wrong upon you, undoubtedly, but becaufe a perfoa 
has publifhed a libel, fuppofing it to be one in die year 1780, 
that will be no anfwer to your publifhing a libel in the year 179^ 
It may be matter extremely material in mitigation of punifhrnenti 
but, laid the Court, it is not ftri£bly evidence, becaufe it does not 
go to negative the gift of the indictment ; for fuppofing it to have 
been received by the Judge, he could not have told the Jury, if 
he thought, in point of law, the publication was a libel, that 
the publication of the lame libel by any other perlbn, however 
reipe(^ble, at any other time, was a Ihield againft the criminal 
laws attaching upon the defendant in that cafe ; and upon tbat 
ground I do know that that moft intelligent Judge, whole I06 
we all in conunon deplore, decided it; and, as the Court of 
King's Bench determined, rightly decided it. 
. Unlefs I deceive myfelf greatly, and unlefs I have loft the &- 
culty of feeing whether I amaflented to, when laying down any 
propofition.( which when man fpealcs to man is in general not 
very diiEcult to fee) I rather think I am in polleffion of the opi- 
nion of the Court, in the ftriking difference between the cafe 
now in agitation and a cafe where a man is chaifged with a la£l, 
which fad. If it be done, the criminal intention, which arifes 
from the commiffion of the criminal a(9^ carries with it a certain 
legal inference, which legal inference, being once eftablilhed, 
it does not become a matter of h& for the prifoner to endeavour 
p rebut 

But leaving out of the queftlon all confideratjon of that a£l of 
Parliament, I ftand upon the authority of Lord Mansfield, in the 
cafe of the King againft Woodfall, the printer, reported in Sir 
James Burrows's Fifth Volume: That wherever. the fa<ft does 
Gonftitute the crime, but that the hSt is either in itfelf wholly 
andiiFerent, or if it is not indifferent, but cjiminal; if it be cri^r 
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Hiltttl^ (hort of tfie charge that is made upon Ae party, Aat thefft 
the intention is not njatter of law, but that it is matter of fedf^ 
and that the party has a right to prove his intention in every Way^ 
by which the intention of a man can be fafely, or reafonably 
€6He£bdi — To apply that doctrine in the cafe I have mentioned, 
'Which I aril perfuaded is familiar to all yoUr Lordfbips ^ in which 
a very elaborate judgment was delivered by Lord Mansfield, 
•where his Lordfliip faid, the Defendant, Woodfall, was found by 
Ae Jury guilty of having pift)Ii{hed the libel i and diough th^ 
defendant calkd no witnefies to rebut the criminal inference; 
yet, fays Lord Maxisfield, if it be upon the libel, he may arreft 
tfie jud^ent upon the record^ for the 6A of publication is thd 
crime that is imputed to him } and i/, "^en it comes before die 
Court, that publication turns out to be no libel, the defendant 
can have no judgment pronounced upon him* 

Now> what is the prefent cafe ? — ^The prirctier is charged with 
At overt afts, which I need not repeat, becaufe we are fi> well 
acquainted with the nature of them ; but he is not charged vnA 
Ac commiffionof thofe a^ts^ as fubftahtive a£ts, but he is diarged 
with having in his mind the wicked and deteflable purpofe of 
aiaiing at the deitrudion of the King, to put down and bKng die 
King to death, and that in the fulfiiment of that moft deteftabld 
imagination he dkt die fpe<^ific aAs charged upon the record }*«-«that 
is to &y, that he agreed to afTemble a Convention to be hdd 
wliich wa» not held^-'^diat he confpired to hold it, for the purpose rf 
fiibverttng the rule aiid'authority of die country, and not' dmt alohfej 
butdiathe eonfented tahold fuch Convention, which Convcntiofli 
in his mind, wa^ to accomplifh the purpole of the fubverfiori 
of die Government, and that he did agree to aflemble that Con- 
Tentiott for die purpofe of that fubverfion in fulfilment, not' that 
die other is the confequence of it, but in fulfilment of the de^ 
tellable purpofe' of compaffing the King's death. 

Here dien die intention of the mind is the queflion which tli6 
Jury have to try ; and I think I may appeal to what pafTed in thtf 
Court on Satiurday, that I did not feek to lay down other rules 
of evidence than thofe that have been mofl recently flated; 
and diolb that bftve been determined in ancient times. — Then, 

that 
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tLat being the caf^ let us Cqc whether the dcdaradonS 6f • 
prlfoner) charged with an evil azki wicked intentiour---dedi^ 
rations' at the time, or about the time-^fiay, I will go fenhery 
fince I am put to it generally, I fay I will prove (which is not this 
cafe by the bye, for my cafe does not require It) that if I^ who 
am now ipeaking to jo^r Lordfhips, was charged with the de^ 
Ceftable purpofe of compaffing the King^s deaths I ihauld be en^ 
titled to call any man in Court— not to my chara^r*— but I fhould 
be entitled to call every man in Court who knows my fentiments^ 
(which are well known upon thefe lubje£b) what I have repeatedly 
declar^ with regard to the monarchy of this country^ ^d its 
litility to the fyilem of our Government} but though I fliould 
cfiabljih it clearly In twenty inftances^ or till your Lordfliipsde^ 
lire me to go no furdier^ ftill it would not be to evident as it is tfi 
Ais cafe^ that the intention of thefe perfcms, and the obje& which 
Ihey had in view, was to fallow the plan of the Duke of Richmond* 

The firft cafe I will cite is the moil modern, but not the leaft 
important, the cafe of Lord George Gordon, and I iay it is tht 
moft important, becaufe there he is not charged with compaffit^ 
the death of the King, but he is charged with an aff^ with levying 
tmr ; but ftill it was neceilary in the inveftigation of that que£> 
tioa, fince it is not that open rebellious war which every taan 
itiuft give the fame name to, which nobody could explain away 
by evidence, but it being an ambiguous ^ingy a fort of coiw 
ftru£Hve levying of war, the intention of his mind becomes the 
fubjeffc of confideration* I will read to your Lordffaips the very 
words and fyllabks ftated by Lord Mansfield upon diat occaiioa» 
— ^The quefticHi he puts to the Jury is this : — . 

*^ Firft, whether this multitude did aflfemble and coounit a^ 
^ of violence, with intent to terrify and compel the Legislature 
^ to,repeal the a£t called Sir George Savllle's ? if upon this podnl^ 
<* your opinion fhould be in the negative, that makes an .end o£ 
^ the whde, and the prifoner ought to be acquitted : but if your 
^ opinion ihould be, that the intent of this multitude, and the vio-i 
^ leoce tbey committed^ was to force a repeal, there ari&s a ie«r 
^ 4i;ond point, whether the prifoner at the bar incited, encouraged,- 
^ promoted, or af&ftedj in raiflng this iniurrec^tion, and th» 
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f* 'terror they carried with them, with the intent of forcing a repe^ 
•* of this law? — If upon this point your opinions, (fpeakingtd 
^ the Jury,) (hould be in the negative, that makes an end of die 
«* whole, and the prifoner muft be acquitted : but if you think it 
•* was the intention of the multitude, and the violence they cam* 
^ mitted was to force a repeal, the fecond queftion arifes whe* 
•* ther the prifoner incited, promoted, or affifted in raifing this" 
•* infurre£lion, with the intent, — not with the incitement to make 
•* a riot, ^and break my windows,^ or pull down any man's houfe^ 
** which might have been felony under the Riot Ad, if not dif* 
•* perfed, or might have been a miidemeanor according to die na^ 
« ture of the violence committed, — ^but whether, to give it the 
«* fttbftance of the cafe, it was done with the intent of forcing a re^ 
•• peal of this law? upon thefe points, to which you. Gentlemen^ 
•* will call your attention, depends the fete of this trial.'* 

Then the firft is a preliminary one, without which,^ feys ,mf 
Lord Mansfield, my Lord George Gordon muft be acquittedi 
kit if you are of opinion that the multitude did commit the 
yiolence, which no man is difpofcd much to forget, whetha' 
Lord George Gordon incited them to it ? No— but whether hef 
incited them with that mind which conftituted the crime? 
■ Now I will read all the queftions that he permitted to be a&ei 
«poii that trial. — The trial was conduced by men of the moff 
acknowledged Jearning, one, indeed, whofe learning, acuteneg^ 
and knowledge of the common law of England is almoft prover- 
bial, the late Mr. Wallace ; the other gendeman, Mr. Mans^ 
fieid, had long praSifed in the Courts of Common Law, and the/ 
were by no means difpofed to give up any thing ; they would 
have been difgraced if they had. There is an oppofite duty iit 
every trial ; there is a duty in thofe concerned for the crown, to 
fiipport the proper evidence for the crown ; and a fimilar duty alfo 
upon the Counfel for the prifoner, and he is as much criminri wh6 
relaxes the one as he who relaxes the other, though when it is irt 
favour of a criminal it would not ftrike thevmind fo much ; — but 
I think tiiat a Crown Lawyer has a right to infift upon every fkif' 
evidence coming before a Jury, and to exclude every thing whic^' 
may improperly operate. . '. -^ 

3 The 
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THe Counfel for Lord George Gordon were the prefent Lord 
Keiiyon, Lord Chief Juftice of the King's Bench, and myfelf, 
ivho have now the hondr to fpeak to the Court ; and I was per- 
tnitted ^o afk the Reverend Erafinus Middleton (the firft witnefs, 
and therefore his examination fell to me as junior in the caufe), 
thefe queflions ; — I fhould tell your Lordfhips, to make it more 
intelligible, that the great objeft Was to fee what intention Lord 
George Gordon had, whidh Could be coficfAed only from what 
parted before ; — ^^ Did you, at any of thefe numerous meetings of 
^ this Proteftant Aflbciation, which you attended from the time 
^ Lord George Gordon became Prefident of that Society," 
(which Was two years before) " till the 29th of Majr;' Did you 
* ever hear Lord George Gordon, in his public fpeeches in that 
^ Aflbciation^ make ufe of any ex|>refG6ns^ which (hewed any 
« difloyil, or unconflrituttonal intentions in him V*^^**^ Not in the 
** leaft, the Very reverfe is my opinion,** — ^NoW compare this , 
With the tjiieftion I am going to afk ; a cunning artful man might 
ftand tip in a Proteftant Aflbciatioii, and hold ibrdi great pro- 
feffions vdien he meant the contrary j but no man Who repofes 
Confidence in the bofom of a friend, building himielf upon the 
honour and honefty of his friend, when he tells him What his ob- 

]tSt is, will deceiviet him. Good God ! if I were to afk 

people, did not Mr. Hardy, in the COrrcfponding Society, fay 
that the Duke of RichmOnd*s plan Was his objeft ? he might fay 
It th^re for the purpofe of its afterWards being given in evidence 
that he had publicly aVowed that ; if that may be afked, how is it 
poi&ble to oppOfe the other ?-i»kThe examination goes on " Did 
** all his ipeeches, delivered as Prefidertt, meet with jrourappro- 
« bation ; and did it appear to you that his views were the fame as 
« thofeof the whole afTociated body ?"--^.** Quite fo."— « Did 
« you ever hear Lord George Gordon make ufe of any ex- 
^ preffions as if he meant to repeal diis bill by force of arms ?'* 
~J. «Notin the leaft." — ^^ Were die meetings open ?" and 
fo on. 

Lord Keynon then examined the prefent Earl of Mansfidd, at 
Aat time V ifcount Stormont, of every thing fiiid by Lord George 
Gordon, at St. James's, when he came to afk anaudience of tbf 
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Kirigt ini tendered hi* fcr^ccs to fupprcfs tfie riots.--*-ffe 
called afterwards, Sir Philip ^ehnmgs Clarke, Lord Lonfdaley 
and many other witne&% to converfation$ with Lord George 
Gordon both before and after, and to every part of his condu£b 
and deportment upon diat occafion. — It certainly was not de- 
bated, I think it the ftronger for that, becauie when a caufe of 
that immenie magnitude is tried^ where the whole capital was 
threatened with ruins ^^ wheni as it has been &id by the elo^ 
^uent perfon we hare heard of To much in the courib of this 
trial*— that this towns ^d the whole country were in the ut«.- 
iBoft peril, I cannot iuppofe that ihofe who repreiented Go* 
rernmefiti were diijpoied lo treat Lord George Gordon wiA 
more lenity than the rules of law entitled him to } yet neither Mr^ 
Mansfield^ nor Mn Wallace^ the Attorney and Solicitor Ge- 
nera], ob}e£led to that evidence ^-<^I hy nothing of myfelf, I 
¥^as then a very young man in the profeiIx>n9 but the prefent 
Chief Juftke of England^ who condu<3ed that caufc on the part 
of Lord George Gordon was, and is, as we all knowy a man of 
great learnings he put thoie queftions widiotxt the fmalleft ob*' 
je&ion felling botn Lord Mansfi^d, or Mr« Juftice BuUeri who 
now hears me^ or any other perfon^ 

The next cafe I fhall ftate is that of my Lord Ruffell, who 
was indicted for compaffing the King's death, and the overt a<5 
was confiilting to raife rebellion, and to feize the King's guards^ 
In his defence he caHed many perfons of quality to fpeak to his* 
affection towards the Goverivnent, and his deteftation of rifingt 
figainft it ; I Will paufe here a minute — ^why a man might have 
agreat dealofaffeftion to'the gc^vernment in the year 1780, and 
might change upon die fubje£l, but yet the o-kninal law of 
Engluid looks out induftrioufly to fee how it can mterpofe ia 
favour of Uberty and life^ not trying how it can (hut out the lights 
but how it Calx let it fliine in> even that queftion^ which I do noC 
tixink one of the itri£faeft> was differed to be let in, becaufe Dr^ 
Burnet had had a k)ng acquaintance with Lord Ruflell, and Lord 
Ruflell might not have conceived die purpofes of rebellion till a 
ihort time before; buti fliall afk, as to the time when they fay this^. 
inan's mind was fidl of this confpiracy, fo horrible in its naturer 

what: 
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lnAat trere die (enfiments wbich he was pOutiAglntO die boftA 
of his friend, as the objed of all tfaefe Soriedel. 

« Doaor Burnet/* (fay^ Lord Ruflel) « if you pleafe to gi?o 
^ fome account of my converfittian ?" Dodor Btimet lays, 
^ I have have had die honor to be known to my Lord lUiflell 
^ (everal years, and he hath declared himiUlf, widi much confix 
^ dence to me, and he always, upon all occafionsi cxprefled him<^ 
^ iclf againft all riiings«'' Now this is not charader^ to lay 
diat Lord Rufleil was a quiet peaceable man i nO| dii$ is evidence 
of converfation, my Lord Ruflell declared £>} dierefore it if 
not diat you are to raife a probability upon die fubjed: by di4 
general nature of a mail's dharader, or wliat you diink of him | 
but it fhall be allowed to witnefles to fay what die periba tryiag 
has exprefied, beCaufe it raifes an intrinik improbability of hit 
being guilty of the crime imputed to bimi Do&or Burnet fiqfs> 
^ he always exprefied himfelf againft dl rifings; and when he 

* fpoke of fome people diat would provoke Co it, he exprefied 

* himielf fo determined againft diat matter, I thisk no man 
« could do more/^ — Does his faying thiS| acquit Lord RuBel of 
diis fifing} yott heard him fay he Was againft all fubh rifingt 
" as are now the fubjeft of enquiry before you ?*'—«« I heard him 
•* fpeak with indignation upon the filbjeft."— From thence 
the Jury might infer vahaf quantum vaUre petift-^l do not fay 
it is to conclude any thing s I do not fay that diat fort of evidence 
is.at once to put anendtoanycaufejnomancanbefo foofifli asto 
bncy that, but as far as it goes what i$ to become of it after diat 
evidence is heard, it is not for me but for your Lordfhip and die 
Jury to decide 5 the Jury ultimately^ but we (hall all be happy to 
hear your Lordfhip*s obfervation upon it j but the queftion is 
vrhenit flxall be heard, what imprefflon it will make Upon both. 

Do£lor Cox was then afeed the fame queftions by Lori 
Ruffdl) and he fays, *' I have heard him profefs, folemnly, he 
** diought It Would ruin the beft caufe in the world to take any 
* of thefe irregular ways for the preferving of it."— Yotlr Lord-* 
fcpswillgivemeleavcto patrfe again here.— This is not even a de. 
daration of Lord Ruflell, indicative of his general ideas, but upon 
ftc very point of tri^ 5 that he, Doftor CxMC, had heard the pri- 

D % jfoncr 
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Ibner >!Xfrefs his lAdignation and. contempt for proceedings like 
thofe imputed icf hiirt.— As I go along, let me bring back to your 
Xx>^d(hips Confidefatton what it is I want to aflc, and I have a 
much mor€ recent authority^ the authority of one of your Lord- 
fikjpS) fince the caufe began $-— What, (hall a man not be allowed to 
explain his own meaning i If a' witnefs had faid, the Defendant 
held a'<^(MiveF&tion for the purpofe of overturning the Govcrn-v 
ment, ftilM (hould have diought I had a right to exiamine the 
^yideilce, where a man's expreffion goes dire£tiy in the teeth of 
l^haif he' has written.; but where, as yiour Lordfliip has ex- 
pffeifed upon another pccafion^ where upon the furface a thing 
appears tp jbe legal, that the crime confifts in the veil and co« 
y^ing pf a wicked and deteftable purpofe, that it is a matter ol 
^^ fi^eiely-— a matter of themoft feriousinveftigation, that your 
L^dihip will take it -as a' n^atter that no man, in common life^ 
between n^^^n and man, Woald throw upon hi& neighbour, but 
up^ th« mpfl; c\ear and fatisfa<3:ory proof j it is upon this ground 
{^t we ^ya a right to raife up in the minds of the Court an 
^^triYific^<^Xidencey;tp operate as charadler does, for how is it 
tl)at charter is'^admittisd againft a hiXi — I have heard' a 
Judge iay. here^ if a fa<StJs proved by ten witnefles diftin<SHy, 
iu is not poffible* to foppofe that ten witnefles are perjured, 
who fvifear that I have ftole a horfej my charafter mi^ 
CAua&e companion with a Jury^ but could not do more^ becauie 
ther€ is oiudi more probability that a man who has hitherto 
maintamed a good charaiEleF fhould ftcal a horfe, than that ten 
men fhould combine to deflroy an innocent man when there is no 
reafon^o impute the crime to them j but when it remains mattet 
of doubt, Vhenever the queftion is^ What you hare done ? and the 
coniequent queftion Is the quality of the a&j and when youi 
Lordfhips are to fix the quality wpon it, and to confider, n<Jt 
whether it be the a£t, but whether it be the intention — fuppofe 
the Jury fhould find that he had fummoned a Convention to do 
Aat which I know he did not, yet they mufl further find that he 
did it in the language of the record, in the further fulfilment of his 
deteflable purpofe. 
Mr. Luton Gore,and Doftor Fitzwilliam, were examined to tto 
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&me point ; this trial was- before Lord Chief Justice Pemberion, 
Sir Robert Sawyer, whofe name I have had ocx:arion to mentiofiy 
who was not a gentleman fond ofmaking^very great conceffions, 
I do not mean to fay he oughti he was a (noft rigid man, he was 
Attorney General, the celebrated Mr. Finch.was Solicitor Ge* 
neral, and upon that trial your Lordfliip fees allthefe-queftiibni 
are put without any objedion. 

The next cafe is that of Thomas Rofewell, who ^«>as a Difient* 

ing Minifter; he was mdi^^ed for- • preaching a- treafonable 

fermon ; befides giving evidence diredly, denying the charge 

he called feveral of his congregation to prove that he generalljf 

kept die 30th of January as a &ft, and frequeq^ly ^readied in 

fevour of kingly government. Now oidy coi>fider the difference 

of thefe two cafes : there the preaching the fermon was proved* 

I.have looked at the trial becaufe I faw -this qijieftion brewing 

ibme days flnc^, and therefore prepared myfelf for it. Rofewell 

was charged with the publication of a libel in preaching this 

(ermon ; of a libel, for we all know tk^t w^ds^cannot amount t6 

high treaibn, but they may be fo indecent as to be libellous, and 

may be of a treafonable nature, according to the fubje£l. Then 

what was the evidence againft the Defendant? Jt. was that 

A. B. C. D« heard him fay the words ; what is his anfwer to 

that ? not at a}l what mine is, he wanted to raife up before the 

Court and Jury, a prQ|>ability- that the wi^neiTes were either per* 

Unred. or miftaken, becaufe of the improbability that a man^ wfa^ 

kept regiilarly the faft of the 30th of January, and who pceachad 

regularly in &vour of the Kjngly Government, fliould, upon any 

(me given occafion, fudi as iniputed, have contradiiSted .the g^ 

ssral habits of his life, and libelled that Goveriuneat \id)jch.he was 

9QC^ftomcd to fupport ;^<xbut that i^ not jny view in calling Mc^ 

Stuart, for my learned frlei)d8 haye fixe4 no fuch. objeA upc^i.my 

client.; he has called a Convention the^r %, aqd they fay further 

^ he did it for a purpose, which I deny, aiid in fulfilment of 

aoo^eriMirpofe, whjch I deny..>rf»AmI not from. diefe authoritjea 

to be allow»i to produce the fatne fort of evidence in fupport*of 

dus poor fbo^-maker,, which the greateft men. of .thacountqi 

i)|^e (ver bad an opportunity of doing without the imaUe(l doubt i 

P 5 W^^x 
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Mr. RofcwcB fays, •* Did you ever hear Aat I ihould fey 
^ any thing ill of die King or Government ?'* Mr. Strpngt 
" No never." Mr. RofewtsU sJks Atkinfon, another witnrfs, 
« That whkh I call you now for, Sir. is to tcftify what you 
^ heard upon the 30th of January from me, about prajring for the 
* King and ^1 that arc in authority?" Atkinfon> ** my Lord^ 
^ he kept that day, the 30th of January, as a day of fiifting and 
u piayer, and be pfeached from that tej;t on the ift Timo- 
^ Ay, ii. I. **Pray for Kings and all in authority." That waf 
pxt the fermon for which he was indi6led j but in order to ihew 
^ it was not probable he (bould haye preached fuch a fermon 
as be was charged with, he ibews that at a recent time he ba4 
pleached di£erentlyi~a2id certainly it is fair eyidence i a man i% 
not a Republican on Monday* a Monarchy man on Tucfday, anc^ 
m Republican again on Wednefday, his fentiments do iK>t change 
lA a moment. 

Mr, Atkinfon proceeds in his evidence and fays, <f and then he 
U did afiert that Kingly government was mod: agreeable to the 
f word of God, and the conftitution of the Government of Eng^ 
^ land/' My Lords it is material that you (hould knoiiy who tried 
this cau^, |x>rd Chief Jufttce Jefferies tried this cavfe, and it is 
ftated that he received the evidence ; and Hume, the hiftoriajH 
mnarked, (Uch was the eiFeA that had, that the Jury of courfe 
convi^d himy as they would every body elfe; that the Chief 
Juflac^ (lid HQt even (iim up the evidence, but contented hiinfidf 
linth railing agtiaft conventicles. 

The Acxtia Henry Corni{h*s cafe, in I. James 2, 1^85, and 
vAca were dusfo cafes ? at the very worft times in this country, 
yfAteii judges were, what none of your Liordftiips can, in Am 
luiture of Aings be, men dependant upon the Crown. Henry; 
Cornifli was indicked for com'paffing the King's deadi^-tha 
f)verta£)k was i^nfpiripg with Lord RuiTeli and the Duke of Moiir* 
isottth to levy war ir-phe called feveral witiieiTes to teftif|r hitf loyw 
aky, and th6u^ the witneiles were difcouraged, they were per« 
bitted to ^wear that they thought him loyal, and that he ofiesi 
iimk the Kill's health* Lord Chief JufUcc Joi^s wa$ tbo 
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^udge who triecl the caufef Sir Robert Ssiwyir wa* ftiH At* 
torney General, and Mo Finch Solicitor Qetieral* 

John Aihton was indji^e^; in ^ Wil}i9ai and Mary, for a €oa« 
fpiracy to dejthrone King WiUiaoH and compafi his deaths 
the Counfel for the Crown, in the opening, charged |he prifcHief 
with an intension t9 introduce popery 5 in 2f^wer fb whidi hi 
gives evidence, which is fo be found in the State Triaki Vol. IV. 
P^e 473, of his zeal for the Prpteftant Rdigionj andfverfiM tt 
Popery. 

The Crown fay, that Mr« Hardy conTpired to <CaH thk Con^ 
ventioHv which was to be afTembled of De]0gft|te8frQinibitieSo» 
pieties, of one of which he was Sef re^y^ 'wbidi C<^ren^ion Wa$ 
Co be a({embled for d)e deteilabje purp^ of (bbyerting the gOf- 
l^ernment,dcporii)g the Kingi and procuriijig !u$ dea^ ; |herefore{ 
jwant to prove what was at that time die ftate of this misi*s mind ; 
9¥hat it was that he was coriit-antly confidering^ erroi^eogily, or 
ptherwife; and upon this cafe it is not i^eeejbry forme to ju^ify 
what the ijli^ftripus perfon, ^yho 1$ here pre^nt,* has publiflMdj 
whether it was wife, difcrete, niyi legal ii> the D^ike of Rich* 
;nond to publiib that, I have nothing to do widi $ and if my client 
!were charged witli publifhinp; thaf which is pyt into tfaje handk of 
^e witnefsy after lyhat has been ruled in the King's Bedcb^ 
J (hould not haye offered it, bepaufe your L^diWps nfrc^d ha^ 
faid that jthe pul^ication of this as a lib^^ wfaidi ^onftitutei duR 
prime, would i;ot be prQtefled by the Duke of Riehmmd kanf^^ 
publill^ed the £ime libel at ano^er time > qr vnA your i ^t e nti o fc 
]being only fq publifl^ that whiphi d)e Duke h;^ fet you fbc est* 
^mpleto publi{^.---But when the ^queftipn is what tbeuitendofi 
pf die mind of the man was ? and when you haye |beti die Duke^t 
{)^an,-rrl do nq^ chpofe to aifrQnt a noble an4 hono^ntUe perforl^ 
ithe pleafu^e of whofe acqi^aintance I haye long had,-ffrthe Dukt 
^ould haye thought, an4 I (h^}i haye dioqghf, I had afiTqQtt4 
i^im^ if { had afked, Di4 fon^ when yqif wrote this jetter, mei|| 
0iereby to 4^ofe the Kmg^ and to ptit him to dea|h f BehtJsp 
^uch inte^tion^ he could have none^ hif| qwn intereft is ^etptf 
involved in ^e fiifety of die State, be is hnplelf of tliefone no^ 
|^leblQo4 widi the fixoSij xioyf xxpoq ^ Aroor. Tben f wlfli 0^ 
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Jcdow ilf I may sot b6 allowed, upon die ^uthpritles I h^e pited^ 
to aflc the witnefs thjs qiieftidn f 

. My Jtppd, in '^ icafe I hft ftat^, Doapr Fitz Willies, 
one of tbte witne jTes examii^ed upon this point, fays, *f he, (that 
is the Qefei|4ant) h^ always t^ken occafion, that { know fe- 
.fS v^sra} times, jbpth at l^t James's m^ at }£dinburgh, to te|Kiy 
*• his.j^eal agaillft Popery. ''-rrThe very charge upon the record. 
bcU% to reftore King; Jame$ and bring in Popery. The n^i's 
mind is propofed to be, aiid is confented by Judges to be decy- 
jj^red, v,akat quayiturri vafefe fdtefi^ by bis uniform dedaratjons 
pf his det^ftation of tl^ofe principles which the charge fuppofes 
luoi t(p^ h^yec entertained, ,This tria) was before that mpft ex« 
cellent JujgC i^roM Chief Juftice Holt, and was condu<9:ed on the 
paft of.the Crown by Serjeants TJiompfon and Tremain. 

Xh^ next is the ^afe of Sir John preind, whofe trial you have 
Keafd <2f ii> d)e courie of the cauib, wbp was indidled for coni7 
(9ffing;^e deg^h of King William, and promoting an invafioi^ 
aiid. rebellion within the reatm ; and in his defence he called many 
witneflibs, not to hjs <(hara£ter, for I take it that the nieaning of 
mtneQes to chara^):er is this,---for in^lance, put the cafe of a mau 
w^o is charged widi a crime of any particular defcription, fuppoi^ 
afixurr charged with an unnatural crime, \vould it be any evi* 
^tncq^at ;dl to that man's c}iara£ierdiathe paid his bills regularly^ 
and that -her was, not a diihonei^ man, or any thing of that fort it 
^JhT^S^^^^^^y^^'^^^^ always be analogous to 

t^nature:,a(> ^e charge, and you would there enquire, v^e^her 
)ifi was a man of chaility, you would enquire into his regar4 for 
^womfin,' ^jnto. his n^afals, and* into his convcriation, fo as \\ 
ini£htri'?bu£fU)yfuch. horrible aiid dcteftable idea haying pailec} ' 
js^his-rmiad^^^i^.he was aman x^pable, in the ordinary courfe of 
jjis .life, of .ei:)tertainyrng fuch ppinions, aiid making ufe of fud:( 
gayrcffions w-rfo> i^;.^.f^^^ ^ indicted for any other offence, if a 
ja^.isiiKii&ed'foir a robbery, I fay I will fhew you that he wa^ 
{ytji.in9Be^t»u5^.inaa,; th^t he pofleiled a large fortune at that 
ij^i^ that ^e was aman whole ideas were mpr^ and totally coq« 
iSVZi^. afiy ^L}ch ^atSU^c, that is the nature of charat^er; ^ut 
i^^ fliqtg^oiltfflg J)at,il bayc b^idlowed toaikalreadyjamf 
VA " ' ■ ■ ^ -''.^r :■'"''■*'''"• was 
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^ns not obftruded in it, as to Mr, Hardy'is diaraftcr for peaceanj 
^uietneis, but I am not alking that ; but in the cafes I have cited, 
that general character was permitted further to be evidenced by 
that, V7hidi it always muft produce, "out of the fulnefs of the 
.** heart Ac mouth fpeaketh j" it does not always fpeak out of the 
fulnefs of die heart in public, in private it ever does, but whedier 
it does or not I am not enquiring into,«-—The Jury may think, 
after I have given the evidence, that it proves nothing, or little 
better than nothing ; I hope they will not think fo, but we are 
now confidering m^dier it (hall be heard, not what it amounts fo 
jwhen heard 

In Sir John Freind's cafe, he fays to the witnefs — ^ When yon 
^ have been in my company, and they have been fpeaking of die 
f^ Government, what have I faid or done ?" Is that any thing like 
chara£ter ? Suppoie at this moment I (hould turn about to Mr. 
Stuart and £iy, when you have been fpeaking of Government 
with Mr. Hardy, what has he ioid or done ? If my friend choofei 
to clofc the debate here, I will change my queftion to that, Whcrf 
yoa have been fpeaking with Mr. Hardy, upon the fubjedl of the 
Government of Great«Britain, what has he laid, or done ? Why, 
fays he, whenever I made ufe of any refletSting words iipon thefub* 
jed, he was ufed to bj forbear. The prifoner afks ^ What have 
y you heard me fpeak of the French, and about any thing of an in- 
f^ vafion ? how X would venture my life for the Proteftant Religioa 
f' or any diing about ^t ?'- — A pretty handibme leading queftioa 
too, but the minds of men, are foothed and foftened as they ought t» 
be, when a man, after the whclc weight and artillery rfdie Crown's 
evidence has come againft him, is ftanding up in diefeeblenefsof 
innocence to make his defence. The Attorney General wiH 110C9 
hecanooC, think,, after what I have faid inthecourfe of dieooife^ 
that I mean tp infinuate any diing diiire^ed&il to him, but only 
tbat this prifoner ipay have-fuU meafure, and not more than die ftdl 
m^re; I think he has juft as litde right to have any. more^.as you 
have, t6 rtfufk him that which he haSf Mr. Li^fton iay^^ <* I have 
^ often heau-d you (ay, as to theprefentGovemn^nt, that though 
J[f you could not comply with i t, you woidd live peaceably under it ; 
u wbm we bare bem talking of diefe diings, you (aid you never 

''"'"*- ** would 
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'f^ would be in a pim/' Now try that^f-nM-wheh I hare been ccnf^ 
▼erfing with Mr, Hardy he faid he. went iq>on ^e Puke of Ridi» 
fDond's plan, ^u$be neyer wpuld be ^onper^)^ fn any plot againft 
tb^ government never fio any thing; that W9^ ^ confpiracyy but 
nuraot to limit his intenidon tQ any exertions, (oany given thing the 
wi!tnefs wiU fay, a^^d^vhichl certainlvfhall not put intphit mouth. 

The i^ej^t caTe is in 8 William UI. Peter Qoffk's paTe^ who 
was indicted for the iame Itre^on of whi(Ji Sir John J^reind was 
CQnvi£ted» and the prifoner ix^ his ^efeiipe gpes capu^y to the £une 
kind of evidence ad4uced up(»i the ffirmer trial, Mr^ Serjeant 
parnfll, whp w^s counfel ffx the prifpner, (ays, « What have 
^ yoM heard the pri/bner bf about our flj^t or army l'^ What has 
Ant to do with hjs chfura<Skr ? it was to negsitiye ^ probability 
of his wifhing to bring to deftrudipn-our army and pavy| and to 
bong in a foreign Prince who had been e;cpeUed£rpm this coun^ 
fry, for not recolle£iifig what rights belonged to the people of 
tUs cou0try; he 6ys, *' I l^vc Jieard him wiih profperity a»i| 
<* Aicfx& to our fleet/* 

The ncs^t is the cafe of Pamaree, that &mi|iar cafe, wh^ wf 
bear of atmoft tytry day, in illiiftration of the principle of con? 
firudiye levying war ;— rhe was a Indge watepnan to Queen Ann ; 
be was tried for pulling down a A^^eting Houfe| and whidi Mr, 
Juftice Fofter fays, ^ was held to be a cquftrudive levying of 
^ war," and which was not put as an overt z£t of compaffing the 
King's death. This is a very particif lar cafe, here is ^ man taken in 
Ae fz& of pi^IIing down ;i Meetmg Hpufe. Good Qod ! I care not 
BOt for his a^edionrHlf amao is talcen in pulling down a Meeting-* 
ilouic, thelaw fays he is guilty of High Treafon, for he abfolutely 
io€S an a^ which, in ouiftru^ion of )aw, is a lev^hig war ^inft 
^|£ingf Amanmay iayIdidnpt]nten4to)eyywar: ampipome« 
with ahundred men an^ is caiight pulling dpwn my houfe, and fitys 
J, did not intend to hurt you ; -^i'^ if ^n ambiguous thing, a diing 
which if it be (kid not to be leg^, is fotally^ifierent frpmihecbarge 
in |he zpdi£fanentf and the o^ceofmy learned friend^ wi^ ob- 
i^eifis to my queftion, is to turn it round and to pirt | djfierent con- 
ftni&ion ; to put the worft conftrii£tion, in&osA of the beft 
^onftrtt^oa, upoji thi^ num*8 condyi^ an4 1 fun(keking t^-prove 
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Aat probabOityi by the fsune rules of evidence ever adopted, not iif 
;a cafe like this, where the intention conftitutes the crime ; where; 
it is voluntas pf9 ft^u but in cafes, even where it is faSlumpr^ 
vpluntati ; I fay yAysn men aflemble in great numbers to puU 
<down all Meeting Houfe^ ii»-4br thcMghit would be difficult in the 
^ine of £dward UL to fay that that wa$ what our anceftors 
meant by levying W9r, putting that afide, not to get into inter* 
^ocutory debates in the middle of an argumenr, I (ay this is a pe- 
culiar and anomalous cafe, that its parallel is not to be found 
^roughout die whole circle of the law, and for this wife reafoii, 
^at his Majefty's life is fo dear, his M^eftyV life is fo inter«» 
ivoven with the whole principle of the Sute^ his life, as Chief 
Magiftrate* being that which if deftroyed might bring on a con« 
yulfion in the country, which convulfionmight deprive us of all 
^t is dear to us, the law wifely makes die intention to deftroy 
^e King as guilty as the accomplifhmenti but then the intention 
is not any thing that you can argue into intention, but mufi be 
'l^educed frpm a£ls, which the Jury muft believe to have flowed 
from his mind, and to have been the effect of that wicked and de^ 
leftable purpde;«— >why then^ furdy when that is the cafe, I have 
a right to afl; whether the prifoner meant to purfue the DuJfjf of 
Richmond's plan ? and leaving to your Lordibip and the Jury tn 
^er what I thought it would have been an Infult to afk, whether 
in merely following the plan of a perfiin of illuftrious births 
together with a gseat number of refpe&ible perfbns feme yean 
ago, he meant to commit the crime imputed by this indidment ? 
Surely it goes moft ftroogly to negative that which conftitute» 
the eflence cS this crime* 

Upoo the examination of Mr, Wliisaker, ibt CounM fiar 1)^^ 
imree ail^ed, ^ Was he diiafl^ed to the Queen and Governm«it?'' 
be fays, ^1 believe no man better i^e^ed. At any fimes when 
^ there have been pubUc rejoicings for any viftories, how has h^ 
^ behaved himfcHF?** Now the firft cjueftipn is as to chara^r, 
as affeded or difaffeSed, colle^ling it generally} but the iecotyi 
is to what has he fiiid, how has he b^ved ac times of public 
irejoicings( when you haye conTcrfed with him, how has be 
.'if^red btmfeif i dm i^ iiOt a ^ueftion to charaAer. Th9 
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fliffercncc between evidence to chara£ler, and this fpecies of evi- 
dence, is this — ^as to charaftcr, what charafter has this perfoHi 
and we have been Very properly reftrained; I confefs I have 
been irregular once or twice, and fo has my friend, Mr. Gibbs, 
'and your Lordfliip has told \is erf" it in a very indulgent manner, 
for putting queftions to character in a different way from what 
the pradice is. You cannot, when afking to chara£ter, afk 
^vrtiat has A. B. C told you about this man's charadier, no, but 
what is the general opinion concerning him. Charader is the 
flow fpreading influence of opinion, arifing from the deportment 
of a inan in fociety; as a man's deportment, good or bad) ne- 
cefiarify produces one circle without ^mother, and fo extends 
itfelf tilt it unites in one general (pinion ^ that general opinion 
is aflowed to be given in evidence. Byt this cafe is totally 
foreign to that, as it 16 a declaration of the prifoner to an in- 
dividual witnefs upon a particular ocpafion, and conne^e4 with 
tlie fubjed under examination^ 

'I' (hall not trouble yojir Lordfliip with many more cafes> for if 
Aeie are not fufficient, none can be. 

The next is the cafe of Francis Francia, who was indifted for 
High Treafon, in corre^hding iyith the Pretender. In his 
dfeftncc, Mr. Hungcrford fay? to « witnefe^ 'J What jlo yon 
• Icnow of the priCbner's belia^^iour ?-^It was a great furpriza 
•^ to me when I heard that he w^ tak^n up, for we oftcji ufcd to 
^ iiirtk. k hcsAt}} to King Opo#ge/* • • 

In FitB-Harris's cafe, he afks a witneft whether he Ainks the 
•a with whidi heis cbafgcd; -was done with a treafonable intention 
— tiiat is not objedted to, though JefFeries condud^ed that caufe. 

•' *rbeh iuppofing^thefcisitffcfrtidi to-be out of the queftion, an4 
/iippofing -that- thefe which I have troubled your Lordfliip with 
had hot exifled, But that I was obliged to do that which it is m^ 
pnvilege to do^ to ft'^nd upon the principles of the Criminal 
taw of Englat*d, which arc full well known to your Lordf^iips^ 
without being obliged to Jdok up to other foiirces. Your Lord- 
fliips all of you have long prefidcd in Courts of Juftice, and I 
am fure thofe of your Lordflli|>s particularjy, Who preflde in 
Criminal- Courts ef Jvfticc^ havirtg great experience, muft, 
""■■■" * thinlf 
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t}unk that when the lUtuce of thii cafe- is .coninlered, when ks 
anomaly is attended to, when it is recolle<^ed diat although die 
flatute of ^5 Edward III. certainly does not make the oveit-> 
2& charged upon the record Treafon, yet when the overt- ^ 
a£t is admitted to be charged upon the record, eyery thing 
which creates a probability to the contrary to negative die in- 
tendon, muft be received, provided it be a rational principle of - 
evidence, provided it be of a fort that when one looks round 
it, one fees nodiing by which Juftice' may be furprized and en- 
dangered; fdr I fliould be extremely ibrry tp prefs in the mcA 
criminal cafe, however agitated or earneft I might be upon die 
(ubjeA, for any diing which had not been indulged to odiers in- 
a fimilar courfe of proceedings. I wifli a$ much as any fubjeA 
of the country can wifli, that the law of die land ihould be ad- 
mxniftered fairly and impartially;' tb^t one man (bould have 
what another has had, but no more^ and no le& ; and I conceive 
that when my friend, the Attorney General, takes this into his 
confideration, that he will think the cafes I have cited, and the 
principle on which they are grounded, entitle me to have diis 
evidence admitted I .would not have troubled your Lordfhips 
with the cafes, but I confidered it as a matter <^ importance, 
not only as it concerned the adminiftration of juftice in ge- 
neral, but as it concerns the cafe of the priibner. before you. 

Mr. Gibbs. I fubmit to your Lordfliips, that this evidence is 
admiflible. My learned friend has exhaufted all the law diat 
arifes out of the cafe, and dxerefore it wiU not be neceflkry for 
me to trouble your Lordfhips upon that part of the cafe; — ^but 
it feems to me upon a plain principle in a cafe of this fort, the- 
declaration of the prifoner explaining the overt-aft, the tendency 
of which overt-a£l is the point for the Jury to determine, muft be- 
admiflible evidence. 

Your Lordfliips will find it is laid down in Lord Hale — ^I 
believe it is laid down in many cafes, that an overt-aft, indif-. 
fcrent in its nature, may yet be explained to be an overt-adk. 
committed, tending to the purpofe conceived by the prifoner of 
deftroying the King; for inftance^ the ^<9: charged upon 
Crohagan the coming into England w^ in itfelf an indiiFerent 
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tAt wlUck liecaiiiie juiimnrt-tft ofcomp^ffing the K!ing>s jeat^^' 
becaure the intmt cf his coming into England was eicplained hf 
words fpc»kendfcinriiere} and {i> in manyodier cafes I take if 
dmt word^ ipoken by a mani hot only at the time of the orert^ 
2£tf but before diat time^ are admiffiblc) fof there is no limi-* 
tadbn of time within ^^ich wcn'ds fpdcen by a prifoner may not 
be given in evidence to exphirt lii& ftalure of an overt-aft^ 
darged to be an overt«4i£l in Ihe profecution of his defign of 
compaffing the Kii^S deaths 

Now if the Crown may give evidence of the whdie of a man*t 
lifi!) for the purpofe of explaining an indiffefent a£l| and giving 
it a criminal complexion, furdy it follows^ upon the pnnciple 
flf admimftering equal juftice^ that whateveif he has (aid upon 
the iame fubjefty tending to prove a difiorent intention^ an innocentr 
intention) it fiiould be competent to hkn lo give in evideneet Ltaker 
die diftindlion to be ^tas'^f that which is charged upon a man 
be an a&^ if 'it be a diing done, you cannot in any cafe give 
in evidence tbat the priibner has denied Aat he did the things 
The Crown in that caie may give eiridence, that the prifoner 
did at any time admit that he committed' d[it z£k^ ihzt he did dxf 
things die prifoiier cannot anfwer that^ by (hewing diat at another 
time he iatd he had not done it^ though you may aik whether he 
had not heid feme other oonver&tion which explained the ten« 
dency of that. We have it not in queftion now, whether he did 
commit the overt^d ftated in die indidment, but whether in 
a>mmitting the aft, he had^ or not, the original deCg n 

i^rd Chief JuJiUi Eyre. Here die defign is part of the overt- 
a£l ; it is deicribed as part of the overt-aft. 

Mr. Gihhi. The defign Is a part of the ovcrt'-aft in diis way 
«^tbc- overt-aA o^ compaffing the King's deadi, is his con« 
fenting to the calling together a Convention for the purpofe dt 
depofing the King; it ftates firft the Treafonj the Trcafoa 
laid is that he compafled the King's death, and then the overt-* 
aft is laid thus— ^that he, with others, for the purpofe of accom* 
plifliiug die Treafon, did conspire with others to call this 
Convention, ifi ©rdcr that this Convention mi^ depofe the 
King* 

die 
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The Jiflindion tkat 1 was takii^ is this^-^t know iiaZ I0t 
hare before the Jury bath the fa£l and the dedgn as to depofli^ 
the King; namely^ the hSt of consenting to hold a Conventiock 
and the defign with which it w*as confented to bo beld> but we 
are now about to (hew what the defign was to exculpate tbr 
prifimer from any criminal intention^ I admit we could not g9 
into evidence of what the prifoner had laid at any time of bia 
life« for the purpofe of (hewing he bad not confented to hcAi 
this Convention^ becaufe that is a fadl; but I fubmit with great 
deference to your Lordfliip, that in order to fhew that that Con- 
vention was confented lo be held, not with the defign which the 
Crown imputes, but with an iitnocent defign, we may go int^ 
cvidetKe of what die prifoner has at other times declared, inaf- 
much as the Crown has gone into all that whidi the prifimer at 
any part of his life has declared touching this fad ; and not only 
that, but into evidence of what any member in the London 
Corre^onding Society, any member of the Conftitutional So- 
ciety, or any member of any Societies correiponding with ihofr 
Societies have faid. As the Crown is permitted to go into evi- 
detxre of what any one of diofe people have (aid, in order to 
prove that tl)e ultiniate defign was to depo(e the King, we only 
^fk in anfwer to that, that we may be permitted to go into dc^ 
darations of the prifoner of that which can be only found in his 
cwn.mind; not that he did not do the a& imputed to him, but 
that the 4^fign with which he did that ad, was difFerent frooi 
that which the Crown imputes* 

I was going to put a cafe which I had forgot in the courfe of 
the argument, which appears to me not unlilce this, and which 
was fuggefted by your Lordfbip's (aying that the defign of de^ 
po(ing the King is a part of the overt-ad — the cafe of murder ; 
fuppofe it plainly proved that the prifoner did kill the deceafed, 
And the queftion is whether it is Murder or Manfiaughter, that 
will turn upon the intent. I take it in that cafe it is the con* 
* (lant, uniform pra£Uce to receive evidence of the declarations 
of the prifoner of his good- will and friend(hip to the deceafed. — 
Now, why arc thefe declarations received? I am fure I have 
heard, in ixmumerable inftances, evidence given of declarations 
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of prMbners of good-will to the deceafed, when ttiey have aa- 
initted they gave the fatal blow, and when the queftion is,' what 
is the quality of the aft committed, whether murder or man- 
daughter ; and the nJc, I take it, is not confined to declaration^ 
immediately upon c6mmitting the a(ft, but to declarations at 
former times. Why are thefe declarations received; the aft of 
giving the blow is admitted. So here the calling a Convention 
is adriiitted, the declarations are received for this purpofe", td 
ihew what the mind of the man was, what his intent muft have 
l}een, whether he gave the blow with a view to produce death or 
not. Then with what view do we offer this evidence ? to flicw 
his defign, whether it was the defigri the Attorney General im- 
putes, or an innocent one. We offer this evidence in order t6 
fhew that tfie objeft of this Convention was different from that 
which the Attorney General ftates, in the famfe way as the evi- 
dence of good-will to the deceafed is admitted, in a cafe wherft 
'Ae queftion is, whether the crime is murder or manflaughter. 
" Mr. Attorney General I rife in the firft place to ftate to yout 
Lordfhips the objeftion which I have to the queftion that wai 
addrefled by my learned friend to the witnefs. I hoped that thii 
objeftion had followed fo immediately upon a conduft that I am 
perfuaded betrayed, on my part, nowifh to fliut out any evidence 
that appeared to me to be admiffable, that my learned friend would 
fincercly have given me credit, as he now ftates he does, for 
making this objeftion upon a public principle. I beg to lay 
again, what 1 have had occafion to fay before in the courfe of diis 
trial, that it belongs to every man in a Cotirt of Juftice, as it 
does to every man elfewhere, to be liable to error ; it is not^ 
"therefore, with any confidence that I muft be right, in the ob* 
jeftion which I take, that 1 prefume to trouble your Lordfbipi 
with this objeftion, but it is in confequence of an opinion that 
I am right ; and if that be my ferious opinion, recollefting diat 
I ftand here as profecutor for the public, I am not at liberty, 
whatever my inclination might be, to facrifice what appears to 
my own mind to be a great principle in judicature, adopted and 
afted upon for the benefit of the public, and, therefore, for the 
benefit of every individual who forms a part of it. 

Whca 
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w)iefa my learned &iend ftated that he had (een this ohjtStlm 
brewing for ilbme days ; he will allow me to ftate to him what I 
\lo ftate upon my perfonal honour, if it be neceflary for me to 
pledge that to him, that fo far from brewing this obje£^ioii, I do 
ftate, diat I do not look forward enough into cafes to anticipate 
fuch objeftions, for I proteft I had not forefeen Aat fuch evidence 
as this would be offered, and had not confidered it. But the 
learned and able manner in which my friend has reafoned up<m 
k, I think of itfelf is fome degree of teftimony in Aipport of 
what I am now faying^, that it is an bbje^oii which, at leaft, 
bad colour enough in it to invite the minds of two able 
Counfel to apply their abilities to repel the objeAion, if it fliould 
be taken. 

Having ftated thus much— ^v/hat your Lordfliip has heard 
"with refpeS to the cafe of Holt, and an expreflion which has 
fallen from my learned friend In difcuffing this obje<ftion, I hope 
will prevent its appearing to thofe to whom I am now addreffing 
myfelf) improper to mike this obferVatioii upon itv When a 
inotioilwas made for a new trial, becaufe Mr. Juftice Wilfon 
\vas fiippofed to ha\re rejefted evidence whi(^h he ought to haVe 
Emitted, my learned friend, in the difchafge of the duty which 
he owed to his client, contended as ftrongly that that evidence 
>was admiffibie^ as he has done thi^ day that this evidence is 
admiffiUe j and I anfi perfeftly perfuaded that if any man had 
left the Court after he had heard my friend, he W6uld have gone 
out of Court with an opinion^ which I hope my friend will not 
t?c too incautibufly induftrious in propagating, that there was a 
difference in the law of evidence^ as it affefted a newfpaper 
printer at Newafk, and as it affefted other perfons whofe paper 
he propofed fliould be received in evidencck My Lord, I fay 
incautioufly do it— ^and I think it my duty to fay it, becaufe 
Vriien in the courfe of a trial affefting the life of the perfon who 
how ftandsat this bar^ and not only afFe6!ing his life, butaffeft- 
► ing the intereft which every man in this country has in his own 
life, and affe<SKng every intereft that can be dear to him, I wifli 
my learned friend v^uld at once either decline talking of the 
difference between a poor ihoe^maker and men of higher rank, 
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or that he would ftate the h&s upon which he thinks it fit to 
hold that fort of language. My Lord, we live in a country in 
which the providence of the law, like the providence of God, 
is over us all, high and low, rich and poor, and fpeaking for 
myfelfj I defire to be difgraced from this moment, if in ihff 
courfeof this trial, I either have conduced myfelf, or can con- 
duct myfelf in fuch a manner as not to do that juftice to this 
prifoner which the law means fhould be done to him, I think 
I fhould be worthy of that death, and ten fuch deadis as die 
prifoner mufl fufFer, provided he is found guilty upon this 
trial. 

Having (aid thus much, I proceed to ftate to yoiu- Lordihips, 
that undoubtedly I agree that the queftions with refped: to the 
cfFeft of evidence, and the admiffibility of evidence, are perfeSly 
diftinfl: : — for inftance, if in the cafe of any perfon you find him 
at a tavern, fpeaking refpeSfully of die hereditary nobility of 
the country, and of his Majefty, and the fituation and cha- 
rafter which he holds in this country; and you find, on the other 
hand, papers in which he holds a perfedly different language 
upon other occaficms; the fa£): whether he held that converfation 
at that tavern, or not^ may or not be evidence according to the 
circumftances under which thgjt converfation is held. . 

In the cafe now before the Court, your Lordfliips will re- 
collet that it has been given in evidence that Mr. Tooke (one 
of the perfons whofe name occurs in this indiflment) at the 
Crown and Anchor, upon the 2d of May, 1792, fpoke with 
great refpeft of the hereditary nobility of the country, and fpoke 
alfo with refpeft of the Majefty of the King. Why is that evi- 
dence? clearly for this reafon (without examining whether it 
would be evidence for any other reafon) namely, that it was a 
tranfafiion of the two Societies met in die courfe of the bufinefs 
which they had been doing; and it came out alfo upon the crofs- 
cxamination, which is another circumftance that will require to 
be materially attended to. So with refpeft to the prifoner at the 
bar — if for inftance, there has been evidence given of the eflFeft 
of thefe papers that the language which he was to hold, was to 
be fuch language a$ prudence would permit; — that he received 
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papers which were not communicated to the Society; and o^e 
private letter, in which a propofition is ilated, that monarchy 
is to be ripped up by the roots; that in the anfwer to that it is 
ftated to thofe who held that converfation with him about mo- 
Jiarchy-— do not talk about monarchy — do not talk about de- 
mocracy — let your language be confined to Univerfal SuiFrage 
and Annual Parliaments, and all the reft of your objedts will 
follow; I fay there may be a great number of thefe circum- 
ftances given in evidence, but then the q^ueftion will f:>llow, 
whether the declaration the man held is given under fuch circum- 
flances at fuch time, and in the courfe of a conver{ation which 
jnakes that declaration evidence. 

Now with refpeft to Lord George Gordon's cafe, if I recol- 
left rightly the principle upon which the declarations were re- 
ceived in evidence was this — that in that cafe the declarations 
were really a faft, for whatever declaration accompanies the 
tran(a£lion, whatever declaration is a part of the traniaftion that 
is done, is part of the faft that is doing, and upon that ground 
the declarations were admitted ; it does not weaken the obferva- 
tion at all, that evidence was given in that cafe, that Lord 
George Gordon went to fome Magiftrate, or fome other perfon, 
whilft the mpb was over-ruling the civil power of the country, 
for any converfation that was held by Lprd George Gordpn 
during the exiftence of thefe riots, and with reference to them, 
he beiog a party in them, was a declaration made at the time, 
and upon all the principles of evidence, was, therefore, cormefted 
with the tranfadiion* 

With refpeft to the cafe ftated laft by my learned friend — 
Crohagan*s cafe, I take that to be as diflinguifhable from the 
prefent evidence upon the fame principle, the object was to 
prove the view with which the man came into England ; he de- 
clared that he would come into England to kill the King; he 
did come into England. Your Lordfhip knows that his making 
the declaration, though it would be punifhablci in another way, 
yet ftill would noc be High Treafon, if he had not come into 
England; and, upon the whole of the evidence, the coming into 
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England made a part of the tranfection iRath the declaratiort I* 
had made, it was an overt-att of High Treafon, l^ecawfe it was 
then underftood to be a feet done with the intention which the 
indictment imputed. 

My learned friend has faid refpecting Rofewell's fermon, that 
no fertnoh ^an he High Treafon, I will not argue that, but I 
fubmit it k very dangerous to ftate that no fermon can be High 
Treafon.— 

Mr. Erjkine. I faid no fermon could be High Treafon, without 
being in purfuance of fome plan* 

Mr^ Attorney General It is matter of good fortune then 
that I have ftated it. No man in the world will fuppofe that I 
mean any thing elfe than what I am now faying; — it does 
happen in the courfe of what Counfel are ftating, that 
they may conceive themfelves to lay what did not fall from 
them. 

Mr* Erjkine. I appeal to every body round me, and the 
Whole public that I did.-*-I appeal particularly to the whole 
Bar. 

Mr. Attorney General Then I can only fey for myfelf ifrfiat 
1 am about to fay for my learned friend, that it happens to tho(e 
whofe whole attention is called to the difcuiEon of fubjects, that 
words now and then which really fall from Gentlemen do not ftrike 
the ear of thofe to whom they are addrefled, who ought to hear 
them ; meaning at the fame time to fay diftinctly that I did not 
hear them, but it js latisfection fufficient to me that my friend 
permits they fhould be put in* 

What is the evidence in the cafe of Rofewell, and many others 
to which my fritnd has alluded* In the firft place he has not 
Hated with refpect to thefe trials who were the witnefles that 
were allowed to fpcak to thefe facts j he has not ftated whether 
thefe circumftances were alked upon crofs-examination ; he has 
not ftated whether witnefles were called to general character, 
and then gave in evidence thefe circumftances, in explanation of 
the general character which they had given ; he has not ftated 
whether the witneffes who fpoke to thefe particular declarations . 

were 
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^^re fpeaking to dedarations which did, or did not, paTs in 
the courfe of the very traniaction which thefe witnefies were 
called to prove, 

I am not meaning to contend in this cafe, that it may not be 
competent for my friend to ftate every word that Mr. Hardy ever 
faid in the Correfponding Society— every word that Mr. Hardy 
faid in his correfpondence with every other Society ; every word 
that he ever iaid in the Conftitutional Society; every word 
which it can be ihewn upon the evidence propofed bad a direct 
connection, or which can be properly or fairly connected with 
die traniaction now before the Court, but what I object to is 
this — that you fliould call a witnefs who was not a member 
•f any of thefe Societies, a witnefs who has already told the 
Court that he did know but little of Mr, Hardy, that be did 
not even know he was an afTociated member of that Society, any 
connection w'uh which the Friends of the People had diiavowed, 
and that you fhould be permitted to afk that witnefs, not this 
queftion, whether in the coude of any traniaction connected 
with the fubject now before the Court, Mn Hardy made a de- 
claration that could be coniidered as a part of that tranfaction^ 
but that you ihould aik that witnefs what were the declarations 
of Mr, Hardy at any time^ when he may have feen him widiout 
coimection with the fubject which is the matter of the prefent 
indictment ; this will lead a great way ; it is not worth while to 
argue upon the effect of it, for that will go another way j but I 
wfl^ my learned friends to confider a little if this evidence is let 
in for a prifoner, it will poffibly lead to let in evidence againft 
a prifoner, I am perfqaded I dq not do injuilice when I fiy that, 
diere may be cafes, I will fay nothing about the prefent cafe, 
becaufe I ought not ; but there may be cafes in which, if this 
fort of evidence can b^ let in upon principle^' it may furnifh a 
principle upon which \ may be obliged to qiFer that evidence 
which, according to my prefent opinions about evidence, I hior« 
pot thought myfelf at liberty to offer in this caufe, 

Mr, Solicitor General^ I fhall trouble your Lordfllips fojf the 
purpofe of ilating the extent to which this principle may go; 
mi youj JLrordfhips caiinot but be a\WQ how cxtremriy im- 
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[Jortanf it i» to attend to the manner in which queftions of thiai 
fort have been permitted to pafs upon trials. — They are often not 
attended to, they are often thought unimportant upon particulai;' 
trials, and therefore notobjeftcd to ;-r— nothing can fliew that in a 
more ftriking light than the queftion which Mr, Erfkine ftated to 
have been put in Fitz- Harris's cafe, " whether the witnefs thought 
'* the aft, with which he was charged, was done with a treafonable 
" intent," — which was the very queftion to be left to the Jury. 
Now that queftion having been put without any 6bje£tion to it 
fliews, that in the courfe of trials, of this nature, things are fre- 
quently paffed over without obje£Hon which ought to be objefted 
to, efpecially on the part of the Crown, to whom it is cpnftantly 
attributed, in all trials of this nature, that they are prcfling th^ 
prifoner too iar ; — that fort of odium being conftantly attempted 
to be thrown upon every Crown profecution ; thofe who are em- 
ployed by the Crown are always extremely anxious not to raife 
objeftions, where they do not think that the general neceffity of 
public juftice requires that they (hould be raifed. Now the 
objedtion here, I believe, is raifed fimply upon the grounds 
of the general neceffity of public juftice ; at leaft, as for myfelf^ 
and with that view which I have conceived of the fubjeft, I have 
been fo far from obje£ling to queftions being put, that I have 
fat filent till now during almoft the Whole of this trial ; but it 
ftrikes me that the rules arid principles of law, and efpecially the 
law of evidence in criminal matters, ought to be attended tcx 
with a very confiderable degree of care and caution, for unlefi 
they are attended to, it is impoflible to fay to what length, upor^ 
the authority of what has paffed in particular cafes the matter may 
not be carried. 

I have conceived that a queftion which werit to a particular 
faft, not relative to the charge of the very faft which was ii^ 
queftion, never could in its nature be afked with a view to try 
the truth of the particular charge ; general chara6ter may be 
given in evidence, general conduft may be given in evidence,, 
rpnduft being in effefl: part of character, but I never did con- 
ceive, that in any cafe whatever, if a man was trying for any 
"a^ whatever, that yoii could give in evidence any particular 
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SiSts that he had done at any particular tune, under fimilar df« 
cumftances, and the queftion which is now attempted to be put, 
appears to me to be of that nature ; if this queftion can be put, 
why may not the prifoner at the bar give in evidence every letter 
which he has ever written to any perfon whatever, upon political 
fubjefts, in which he may have ftated his own objefts in any way 
in which he thought proper, and, perhaps, with a view to this very 
profecution ; — it ftrikes me, that if this is confidered, the danger 
of the admiflion of fuch evidence is confiderable, and that it is 
contrary to all the principles upon which Courts have proceeded. 
. If your Lordlhips \dvert to the cafes cited by Mr. Erflcine, 
and kp the manner in which he has ftated them, I think your 
I^ordfliips will find that, except as far as inadvertence may have 
permitted queftions to pafs unnoticed, they do not prefs very hard 
upon the cafe^ 

With refpeS to the cafe of Lord George Gordon, I have 
looked into it ; having the trial before me, it does not appear to 
me that any one queftion was put with refpeft to the words of 
Lord George Gordon at any time, which did not, ineffe£l, form 
part of his conduit in the very tranfadlion which was in queftion. 
Like the cry of a mob, for iiiftance, in pulling downahoufe,the 
general cry of a mob is given in evidence againft the prifoner, 
becaufe it was a part of th^ tranfa£lion at ^e time. 

With refpeft to the other cafes I think it will be found, that 
the queftions have really been upon the crofs-examination of the 
witnefs, and not upon ^ny original examination on the part of the 
prifoner himfelf, for the purpofeof fhewing by what he did at one 
time, what was probably his intent in doing another thing at ano- 
ther time, 

Mr. Erjkine, I hope you will not be ofTended at me for this 
interruption which may amend your laft obfervation : — They are 
all of them taken from the State Trials, and they are all upon ori* 
ginal examinations. 

Mu Solicitor General I will then a little advert to fome of 
them ; in Cornifh's cafe what was it ? He called feveral wit- 
jiefTes to teftify his loyalty, and that he drank the King's healths 
Poe^ that w^rr^lt the queftion which the learned Covmfel was 
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going to put to Mr. Stuart with refpeft to Mr. Hardy's parAi 
cular objeft in a particular thing ? For that is the nature of the 
queftion he was going to put. 

So in Sir John Freind's cafe, what are the cjueftions that were 
put ? When you have been prefent in company, and they have 
been fpeaking upoji the fubjeft of Government, what has he faid 
or done ? Why, he ufed to fay, forbear, I do not admit of any fuch 
dilcourfe -, that is evidence of his general conduct with refpedl ta 
die Government of the Country, and with refpeft as to his views 
and intentions as to that Qovernment ; Mr. Lufton, I think, iays, 
although you would not comply with what was propofed to you, 
yet you faid you would never be concerned in any plot. Now I 
think that that expreffion muft have been upon a crofs-examina- 
tion, by a perfon who was called to give evidence of a plot. — t 
cannot underftand it unlefs it was fo. And V^hat w?i8 the fa<Sl in 
Sir John Freind's cafe ? Why the fa£k was, that it was proved, 
as clear as day-light, that he was concerned in a plot. And what 
a way this is of trying the guilt of a perfon, with refpeft to a par-j 
ticular faft, by bringing perfons to fay that at a particular time 
he faid he would not be concerned in any fuch plot as was charged. 
Would it be permitted upon a trial for murder, for inftance, to 
give in evidence that the prifoner faid he would not commit a 
murder j apd yxst as far as I have any conception of this, as ftated 
by my learned friend, it was fimply that evidence ; and, therefore^ 
I think it muft have been upon a crqfs-examination, — 

Mr, Erjkine, I tell you it was not. 

Mr, Solicitor General. Then I don't underftand it^ 

Mr.^ Ermine. I fee you don't. 

Air, Solicitor general. The manner, Sir, in which you have 
thought proper to conduft yourfelf towards me, in the courfe of 
this trial, has been fuch as reflefls upon my charaftcr, I will no|^ 
flibmit to any man for knowledge of law; I am not ufed to talk 
of myfelf, but I will not be taught by you, or any other, perfon, 
propriety of condudt either in a civil or criminal cafe ; I believe, 
I know my duty in both as well as you do; and I truft that I 
fhall difcharge it. 

My Lords, the next that wa? mentioned wj^s Efanaarce'-s orfcf 
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^at M^s the evidence there? In order to fliew his general af-* 
fe£tion to Government, it was aiked how has he behaved at any 
general rejoicings? Is that any thing more than evidenqe of 
general deportment ? 

With refpeft to RofewelPs cafe, it feems to me that that is 
in a great degree general deportment, although I muft con- 
ftfs, that it likewife was a cafe in which I fhould think that there 
was a degree of inaccuracy in permitting the queftion to be put 
cxaftly as it was put ; but the queftion really tended fimply to this, 
whether his general deportment was that of a man who was loyal 
^d attached to the Government of the country? and nothing^ 
jnore. 

As for what my learned friend faid with refpeft to a fer^ 
jnon being, or not treafon ; I think there was a fermon which 
|s mentioned in the hiftory of our country ; — ^I mean the fermoii 
preached by Dr, Shaw, at St. Paul's Crrfs, f©r the purpofe of ex- 
citing the people to rife againft Edward the Fifth and put Richard 
the Third upon the thrdne, which was as clear an overt a£t of 
High Treafon as ever was committed, I mention this, becaufe 
certainly the words which my learned friend has faid he made uie 
of, did efcape my ear, as well as the Attorney Generals ; and 
which fliews that they did efcape my ear, I do aflure him that I 
have taken down, in the margin of my brief, that very cafe of 
Doftor Shaw, M^ich I then recoUefted, and that I could not 
have taken it down if I had conceived he had made ufe of the words 
whjch he fays he made ufe of, and which I have no doubt he 
did. 

Under thefe circumftances, from the necefflty that there is that 
in fuch a cafe as this a rule fliould be laid down which can be 
properly purfued-— A rule which men may underftand, and, cal- 
ling upon your Lordfliips attention that we objefted to no 
queftions refpedling the prifoner's gjeneral conduft } alfo declaring 
fhat, formyfelf, in the view whidh I have of d\e cafe, I would 
pthcr have the queftion afked than not, yet for the fake of ge- 
neral juftice, for the fake of what is to be done in future trials, 
fuid that other perfons in that office, which my learned friend near 
IjilC now Holds, mav not when it ^s .produced, as an authority 
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againft them, have itfcid that upon this trial (and a folemnone t- 
truft it will be) fuch and fuch things were admitted to be given in 
evidence, and that therefore fuch evidence ought always to be 
given j for thcfe rcafons it docs feem to me important, that your 
, Lordfhips ihouid lay do\vn fome rule upon the fubje<3:. 

Mr. Bower. Notvrithftanding we are now not only in a cri- 
minal cafe, but in a cafe which afFe(5b the life of the prifoner at the 
bar, I make no apology at all for troubling your Lordfhips with 
the few obfervations I have to offer, becaufe I not only am con- 
icious that neither myfelf, nor any one gentleman, with whom 
I am aflbciated in this profecutbn, can poi&bly conceive the pur« 
pofe of prefling any evidence againft the prifoner which we do not 
think is competent evidence^ but I am confident that there does 
not exift a creature, about whoie opinion I am anxious, that caa 
conceive fuch a purpofe to enter into the heart of any of us. 

My Lords I conceive that this cafe, capital as it is, is to be 
tried upon the &tne principles of evidence as all other cafe^ are; 
and it is our duty, as Couniel for the pr#fecution to refift the ad-» 
miflion of any evidence which we think not competently legal^ 
as much as if we were trying a common aiSiion of afTault and 
battery, or as if a queftion could arife upon any fubje(5t that could 
podlbly be debated in a Court of Juftice, which imagination 
could conceive to be the moft trifling. 

I have always underftood, that the declarations of parties are 
evidence only either in cafes where ihey accompany the a6t at 
the time that they are made, or where they have beea made 9t dif« 
ferent times, and under different circumflanccs, totally uncon-^ 
neded with that fa6^, which is the queflion under difcuifion in 
the Court, in which cafes they have always been received in the 
nature of fa£ts, or rather as circumftances, by which the general 
condu£l of the party is to be judged of, as being circ^mfianceS| 
and being declarations given upon fubjedls to anfwcr ao parti<* 
cular purpofe, and not conneded with th?it which is the f\ibjed 
matter ofdifcuffion at the time that the evidence is given. 

Every cafe my friend, Mr. Erfkine, has cited, in my opinioOi 
confirms die principle I am now flating ; and if your Lordfhip 
will examine them, one by one, you will find that in every caie^ 
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which he has ftated, where evidence of this kind has been received, 
St has been to (hew the general conduft and chara£ter of the 
prifoner, in circumftances and upon occafions no viray conne<3ed 
with the crime of which he was then accufed, but as circum- 
ftances and declarations in fituations from which the Jury might 
coljedt the general charaSer and conduct of the prifoner. 

It is indifputably true, that in the cafe of murder, evidence 
his always been received that the prifoner has at otlier times, 
upon other occafions, and in different circumftances fhewn a<Sb 
of kindnefs to the deceafed, and expreffed himfelf kindly to- 
wards him, and they are offered to (hew that that was the general 
difpofition of the prifoner, towards the deceafed, from which 
the Jury may collect that it could not be his intention to com- 
mit the crime which was imputed to him; — ^but did any man 
alive ever hear it afked of a witnefs, produced in a cafe of 
diat kind, whether he had heard the prifoner fay, that he had no 
intention to kill the deceafed; and that that fhould be received as 
evidence, to explain the acts which were proved againft the 
prifoner, upon the evidence given; and upon which thejudg- 
inent of the Court and Jury are to be drawn. 

In Holt*s cafe, which my learned friend has cited, in which he 
has admitted that the judgment of the Court of King's Bench, 
went along with the opinion "tof a learned, and moft worthy 
Judge, deceafed — it appears that the Judges were unanimous in 
jinking, when the fa«5l was proved that the libel viras publifhed, 
that it was not competent to the defendant to explain his condud, 
to ftate how, or in imitation of whom it was, that he had done 
that a£): which was then attributed to him as a crime. 

In Lord George Gordon's cafe, the declarations there received, 
come under the other principle, they were properly received, 
becaufe all of them were declarations immediately preceding or 
following the ad, fo as to be confidered as accompaying the a£b 
of the mqment— they were received upon the principle, that 
declarations accompanying a fa£t, are a part of the fa<ft itfelf ; 
and that therefore you muft receive them as circumftances of the 
fiift; but there were neither received in evidence, nor offered, the 
private decla]:ations jpia^e by that nbble Lord, previous to the 
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ttne wlien he entered into that levying war, which conftitute^ 
Ac cnmc of which he was accufed. 

In the other cafe, which Mr. Erfkine has ftated, where the? 
prifofier was permitted to afk what a perfon had heard him dif- 
elofe; that is on the principle of going to the general conduft — ^it 
was not with an intent to fliew that particular a£l, which is attri^ 
fcuted as a crime in the prifoner, but to fhew that in former aSs, 
which were confidered as a part of his general conduft, theprifoner*» 
iitfpofition was fuch and fuch upon certain fubje6fe, not con* 
mc&ed immediately, not apologizing for, and not offered as cx- 
pfenatorjof die particular tranfadlions whidi made die fubje£i 
matter of the crime, with which he was charged. 
' In Lord Jtuffd's cafe, when DoSor Burnet was afked to z 
cxjnverfation of Lord RuflePs, agarnft rifmgs, which comes 
neaircr than any my friend has ftated, to the principle he wants to 
fupport — Is it ftated in that cafe, that any declaration Lord 
Ruficl had made with refpeft to his intention, as to the rifmg in quef- 
tion, or the fefls that he was called to anfwer to, was received as 
evidence — ^nothing like jt-^when a man is charged with a par-* 
ttcular rifing, which conftitutes the particular h& of which he is 
accufed, evidence of his general conduS, and gcncrrf character, 
declarations of other fafts, and other circumftances are oiFered 
to prove — not what he faid refpefting the faft there — btt< 
Its general evidence of the conduct, and intention of the party^ 

As to RofewelPs cafe, which was, that a clergyman who ha<} 
taken occafion to infult the Government, had at odier times 
preached fermons in favour of Government, that comes widun 
boA principles, the preaching a difcourfe in favour of Govern-* 
meht at anodier time, is an a<9: done ftrbngly indicative of th« 
intentions, and general conduft of the prifoner, tofliew that he 
was well diQ)ofed towards Government, and I give my learned 
friend leave, if he can in this inftance, to prove five hundred a£b, I 
to fhew that Mr. Hardy has always fupported Government, and. 
has in his general condqft, done a£ls as notorious as the preacht 
ing of a fermon in fupport of order, and good Government. 

The cafe of Sir John Freind was of the fame kindj the evi«» \ 
dence was not to prove what he had done refpe£Ung the particflt , 
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far tranfa(£lion, But to fhew that at diiFerent times, when &cdt 
could be no defign in view, the converfation not refpefting die 
crime of which he was then accufed, Sir John Freind had been 
fpeaking of Government in the way that a dutiful fufoje<% ought 
to do. 

In Damaree's cafe, the declarations received were dircSljr 
dccompanjing the Z& ; the declarations of the mob were re- 
ceived as part of the act, and upon that principle only. 

The cafe laft alluded to was, I believe, Crohagan's cafe, iit 
which was given in evidence againft him, his declarations of 
coming to England, to kill the King ; and his coming tnto Eag-- 
land coupled with other acts, to fliew what his intention was 5 
and there Was no declaration to explain the particular act of 
which heat that time was accufed, or which was then the fubjeci 
matter of enquiry. 

I have before ftated the cafe, which my learned friend Mr, 
Gibbs argued very decently, and as he always does, very ^\y^ 
as to expreffions of good will, that is a cafe which I do notdeny^ 
but the application of which I difpute, becaufe I fay that thefc 
expreiffions of good wiil, ^re only received in the vray that I 
have before ftated, namely, that they arc expreffions at other times^ 
opon other <K:cafions, when there is no crime imputed, when 
diey cannot be poflibly fuppofed to have relation to any crimen 
not then committed, or about to be committed, and which odljr 
ihews a general good difpofition — ^which in an equivocal act 
might make it doubtful, whether the party was actuated by 
malice toward the deceafed, or not. 

But the evidence offered in tills cafe, is of a very different 
complexion indeed, and fuch as I really fpeak truly when I 
lay I do not recollect ever to have been offered to a Court of 
Juftice. The crime charged, is compaifing the King's death — 
we can give no evidence of the manner of confipaiSng the deadi 
9f die King, but by the overt acts which we have charged, and 
therefore the fubftance of the indictment is, that you did this 
overt act, from which this coropaffing neceffarily arifes ; it is the 
act I admit to (he w the intjent, which is juft like any oriier feet, 
ia any oth^ cafe, it is juft the fame, as when wc iay a man 
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eommttted a homicids with a felonious intent; the intent is a pait 
of the crime — ^but was it ever aflced, whether he had faid he 
committed tiiat crime, with a felonious intent— it is from the 
acts that he has done, that you are to judge of the &ct ; and yoa 
cannot fufFer him, by his declarations, to explain that act, by 
'iaying that he did not do it with a felonious intent— 'I fee no 
difference; the intent is coupled with the act in both cafes, as in 
all it is nothing more than this, that from the hcts die intent 
muft be inferred — from the facts here the traitorous intent muft 
be inferred. It would not be competent to a man indicted for 
murder to fay that he did not do the homicide felonioufly; diat 
be did not intend to kill the man — and it is no more evidence 
here when certain acts have been done, which we infift upon 
ncccBki'ily afford a certain conclufion of fact, to fay that he 
intended to do any one act with a different intent from that 
which is proved by evidence to be the intent with which he 
acted. It appears to me, therefore, that upon no princiide, and 
upon no authority can the evidence now offered be received, 
any more than it could be received if it were a declaration— I 
did not intend to commit a felonious murder, when I did the 
act. 

Lord Chief jujiice Eyre* Mr, Erfkine, I do not know whe- 
ther you can be content to acquiefce in the opinion that we are 
inclined to form upon the fubject, in which we go a certain way 
with you. Nothing is fo clear as that all declarations whidi 
apply to facts, and even apply to the particular cafe that is 
charged, though the mtent fhould make a part of that dharge, 
are evidence againft a prifoner, and are not evidence for him, 
becaufe the prefumption upon which declarations arc evidence, 
is that no man would declare any thing againft himfelf, unleftit 
were true ; but that every man, if he was in a difficulty, or in 
the view to any difficulty, would make declarations for himfelf. 
Thofe declarations, if offered as evidence, wodld be offeredi 
therefore, upon no ground which entitled them to credit Ttat 
■ is the general rule. But if the queftion be, as I really think it is 
in this cafe, which is my reafon now for interpofmg, if tkc 
queftion be— what was die political fpeculative opinion vhich 
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this man entertained touching a Reform of Parliament, I believe 
we all think that opinion may very wcH be learned and dif- 
covered by the converfations which he has held at any time, or 
in any place. 

Mr. Erjklne. Jufl: fo, that is my queftion, only that I may 
not get into aaotjier debate, I beg your Lordlhip will hear me 
a few words. 

Lord Chief Jujihe Eyre. I think I have already anticipated 
a mifapprehenllon of what I am now ftating, by ikying that if 
the declaration was meant to apply to a difavowal of the parti- 
cular charge made againft this man, that. declaration could not 
be received; — ^as for inftance, if he had faid to fome friepd of his, 
when I planned this Convention I did not mean to ute this Con- 
vention to deftroy the King and his Government, but I did mean 
to get by means of this Convention, the Duke of Richmond's 
plan o( reform — that would fall within the rule I firfl: laid dou^n; 
that would be a declaration, which being for him, he could not 
be admitted to make, though the law will allow a contrary de- 
claration to have been given in evidence. Now if you take it fo, 
I belie\'e there is no difficulty. 

Mr: Erjkine. In the firil place I cannot help lamenting that I 
have been throughout this whole hufinefe very confiderably 
mifunderftood. If I had no other reafon for it, but I have 
another reafon which I will fhcw prefcntly; but if I had no 
other reafon, in a place fo very public as this, it is fit that I 
{hould fay a few words to the Court. 

I agree with Mr. Solicitor General that very frequently an 
improper odium falls upon Counfel j no man can caft his eye 
upon the State Trials without feeing that an improper odium 
has fallen upon Counfel conducting caufes for die Crown, in 
confequence of that humanity which has ever been the cha- 
racleriftic of the Engliih nation. Thinking fo, I did that 
which, perhaps, would have been better hereafter ; I went out 
of my way, and notwithftanding my weak ilate of health, fpoke 
at fome length, and with fome anxiety, left any man fliould fup- 
pofe for a. moment that I meant to make any fuch infmuation 
againft any of the Gentlemen at the bar — ^what jreturn, I have 
• . . 3 ., met 
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^ttifit vnth I leave to odieit who have heard it, to judgQ withoAf 
making any observation upon it, becaule it is not for your Lord-^ 
ihip to redreis it. 

With regard to Mr» Solicitor General, thus much I havei 1 
right to fay, and I am bound for myfelf to fay it, I think that 
any man who improperly gives offence to another, very mudi 
£:^rget8 the charader that ought to belong to him; and if I had 
given any juft offence to Mr. Solicitor Geneiral, I Would have 
been the firft ihan without any complaint from him to have given 
him fatisfadion for it ; but on the contrary, I have a right to 
complain of him, for ^en he hadaflerted (I took it for granted, 
from not having heard what I faid) that all the cafes I cited 
were upon crofs-^xamination, I thought it would be unmanly in 
me afterwards to take advantage of that remark in my reply; 
dierefbre, in order to enable the Gentleman to make fuch ob-* 
fervation upon the cafes I cited as would belong to them, vAia^ 
be ftated that they were upon crofs-examinatioAs, out of a prd^ 
per courtefy, and from that which belonged to the dignity of the 
bar, I told him that they were on original examination^ and 1 
ihould have thought that would have fatisfied Mr. Solicitor 
General that they were fo ; for I ftated in the courfe of what I 
laid, that I had perfonally coUeSed them, and that they were on 
original examinations. After that Mr. Solicitor General goes 
on, and widi great emphafis fays, I fliall ftill think that they 
wereoncrofs-examinadon; I wrote it down, and every Gen- 
tleman in Court heard it; upon which I faid I aver again that 
they were on original examination: " then,'* he (aid, ** I 
^ don't underftand them ;" to which I laid ^ I fee you donV 
Why I would fay that to any man that ever exifted, here, 
or any where— if a man tells me that what I aver is not fo, I 
would lay to that man what I will not % here. So much fbr 
that. 

The Attorney General fcys that the over-ruling Providenre of 
God fuperintends alike the rich and the poor in this country, as 
indeed it does over the whole world, and he feemed to be offend- 
ed, after I had read from the State Trials, what had been allowed 
in fome illuftrious cafes to Noblemeni and fome of the iuft 

mea 
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men In the kingdom, that I fhould fpeak, feeling as 1 mufl: feel, 
if I were not worfc than any man whofe name is to be found in 
the State Trials, feeling fomething for the prifoner ; — an al- 
lowance ought to be made for Counfel for prifoners, as well 
as for prifoners themfeives j that I Ihould make mention of this 
poor Shoe-maker, but had I not excluded every idea of oft'ence 
to the Attorney General ? Could he think, with the particular 
kindnefs with which I have gone out of the way to fpeak of him 
in the whole of the caufe, could any man think that I meant to 
bring back again that odium upon the Counfel for the Crown 
Which I had fought zealoufly to take off, and which I thought 
it my duty to do out of refpcdk to the Attorney General, but 
it fiirnifhes me with this obfervation, which if there was, what 
I think there is not-, againft the prifoner, it might ferve him ;— 
it fhews us how little dependence is to be had upon words, and 
how little it is evidence in High Treaibn what men who are 
warm will fay, becaufe we who were thus warm, and who might 
be imagined to be really difaffe<5):ed to one another, are perfbns 
who live in fecial life together, on terms of affeSion and regard ; 
and, therefore, I am glad this happens, becaufe perfons may fee 
how little we ought to depend upon what may be faid by Mr. 
Yorke, of any other man, when found heated at a tavern, or at 
an alehoufe. 

This queftion refers to a period previous to the time of hold- 
ing the Convention, before the Conve*ntion was thought of, in 
order to fliew clearly that this pcrfon's opinion, and that his 
objedl in being a member of the Correfponding Society, and the 
Secretary, was to bring about the Duke of Richmond's obje£l:,and 
by die Duke of Richmond's means. If the Court will put that 
queftion I have done. 

Lord Chief Ju^ice Eyre. You may put the queftion exactly 
as you propofe j I confefs I wifhed by interpofing to avoid all 
.difcuffion, becaufe I confider what we are doing, and who we 
have at that bar, and in that box, who are fuffering by every 
moment's unneceffary delay in fuch a caufe as this. 

Mr, Erjklne. I am fure the Jury will excufe it; I meant 
to fet myfelf right at this bar; this is a very public place, 

VguIV. F Mr. 
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Mr. BarAel Stuart; 
ifixamined by Mr. Erjkine, 

^ Did ybu before Ae time of diis Convention being hel$^ 
which is imputed to Mr. Hardjv^ver hear from him what his ob- 
jofts were— whether he has at all mi*ed himfelf in that bufinefe T 

A. I have very often converfed with hini, as I mentioned be- 
fore, about his plan of- ref6rm; he always adhered!: to the Duke 
of Richmond's^ plan, and faid diat wilt be the pton that will be 
adopted in the end;. I di&greed with him about that^ and that' 
odcafioned" it- more p;irticularly to 'be marked in my memory;* 
we difputed abou^ it, and he always cbflinately adhered to^- 
iCj and ftated that to bt the objeft of the Society^ and hir 
whole objedh 

^ Was this faid" in Ae confidence of private re^d^ or in^ 
public companyyv where it might be faid oftentatioufly ?^ 

Aw I war never in public compaivy with him ^ he and anotKbr' 
perfoft were with me one night, and ' I have had loftg and fre-- 
quent converfations with him upon die fubjed. 

^. From all diat you have feen of him, what is his diaraflsr 
for fincerity and truth ? 

A. I have every reafon to believe him to be a very fincercy 
fnnple, honeft man. 

Mr, Attorney General. If Ais had been ftated at firft to Be* 
the queftion meant to be afked, I do not fee what poffible ob-- 
jection I e6uld have to it, 

Mr. Stuart, you have before told me, that your Society* 
had rejected all correfpondence with the Conftitutional Society? 

v< Yes. 

^. Did you know, or had the prifoner ever told you, Aat 
he was an aflbciated member of that Society ? 

A, I did not know it, and I am very fare he never told me. 

Mr. Andrew Stirling (fworn) 
Examined by Mr. Erjkine. 

^ Are thefe the minutes of the Scotch Borough Convention T 
(Jhewing a pamphlet to the wiinej}.). 

AlThej 
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J^ They art. 

Rohert Fergufony Eff, (fwbra) 

Examined by Mr. Erjkine. 

•J^, Were you a Delegate to this 'Convention f 
-/f. Yes, I was. 

Lord Chief Jultite Eyre. What is this about? 
Mr. ErJklne^ I am going to prove the firft Convention in Sdot- 
land, becaufe your Lordlhip recollects the idea of a Britifli 
Convention came originally by propofition from Scotland; 
it was not fet on foot by either of the two Societies in 
England. 

Lord Chief yuftice Eyre. Recollecting what I do of the fact, I. 
tannot concede that fact to you. 

Mr. Erjkine. We conceive that upon the evidence it is fo, 
but we will fuppofe for the prefent that it was not, ftill it was 
a Convention which was held, not in England, but in Scot- 
land, and the principal perfons aflembled in it were of that 
country, though upon genei^ invitation Delegates were fent 
from England to it. Now it becomes material in the confidera- 
tJbn of tiiis evidence to make this obfervation — the overt-a6t 
charges this to be a Convention held for the purpofe of fubvert- 
ing the rule, order, and government of the country. It feems 
iK)t to have been fufficientiy attended to lately that that is the 
^Vert-aft) for in the courfe of the debate that is juft finifhed, it 
looked as if it was afTumed that the overt-aft was the holding a 
Convention, but the overtraft is not for holding a Convention, 
for any two or three people that get together may be a Con- 
vention; but it is a Convention held for a particular purpofe in 
purfuance of another purpofe, which the indiSment fays was to 
fabvert the government*— That is the charge. Now I think I 
tare the authority of one of your Lordfhips fince this trial came 
^ for a propofition which, indeed, does not want fuch high 
auAority to fupport it, that a Convention may^ meet for legal 
purpofes. Much has been relied upon in the courfe of the argu- 
>ncnt of phrafes being ufed from which you fhrink back at this 
^foic, as applicable to France; the phrafes of Citizen — Con- 
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trcntion— Honourable Mention, and fo on. Now what 1 otfef 
in evidence is to fhew the Jury, as matter of faft, (your Lord-'- 
fliip regidating the trial, according to the rules of law J that there 
were fitting at the time, and had fat before that time, and imme-- 
diately before that time, two moft refpedtable bodies of men^ 
one of them confifting of Delegates from all the different 
Counties of Scotlandj.for obtaining a reform- in- the Commons 
Houfe of Parliament, and the other a Convention of Delegates 
fnom> boroughs aflbciated for a fimiiaf pu^pofe. Here again I 
beg it may be imderftood j[uft as in the cafe of the Duke of 
Richmond, that I am not meaning to argue that becaufe a Con- 
vention was held before that time by pcrfons of any defcription, for 
purpoies fuch as exprefled in that book, and which this Gende- 
man, as a member, was a- party to that, although thefe relblu-*^* 
tions fhould carry with them a fimilirity to fbme that have been. , 
complained of in this cafe, that the quality of thofe that were 
complained of is at all altered ' by fimilarity to thofe that are 
not; but that when we. are to decide what was the intention of 
calling this meeting a Convention, and to rebut the prefump- 
tion that they neceflarily muft, or might be fuppofed to have 
meant to ftand upon the footing of the government of France,, 
in calling their meeting a Convention, and.in having Delegates 
from different SocietieSj^ they were purfuing the fame fonns 
which not only had been before that time purfued, but, in fadl,. 
were in the courfe of being purfued at the fame time, Th« 
Gentleman now called having been a member of that Conven- 
tion,, the proceedings of which AfTembly I now proppfe to lay 
before the Court, and that at that time it was a thing uni-- 
verfally notorious, in Scotland, that, there were aflbciations for 
thofe purpofes. 

Mr. Gibbs. We offer this as evidence of the fa^jthat there 
did exift meetings in Scotland which had the name of a Cgnven* 
tion of Delegates, at the time Mr. Erfkine has ftated. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Is it confented to on the part of the 
Crown ? 

Mr. Attorney General I objeft to it, and will ftate to your 
Lordlhip why I do objca to it. I 

LorJt 
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'Lord Chief yujlice Eyre. I fliould be unwilling to admit it, 

if it was exprefsly confented to, becaufe it would lead the Jury 

from that which belongs to their confideration, into ^ hiftory with 

which we have nothing to dp. The Duke of Richmond's plan 

'^is connefted with the evidence, and therefore it was proper to 

'be produced, becaufe twenty witneffes have referred to that plan 

as the very grounds of their proceeding; but whether a fet of 

tjentlemen who . affembled, called themfejves by a particular 

name, or what paffed' in Scotland, or^wliat pafled in Ireland ; for 

upon the fame principle you may go to th^t, or. to: what pafled all 

. over the world, for any thing I know, but it entirely ca^-ries us 

^trom the point, and has, in my opinion, no fort of connexion with 

the cafe. 

Mr. Erjktne^ Ilubn)it to the judgment of fhe' Court whea- 
«yer I hear it. 

Jofeph Struttj E/y; (fworn) 
Examined by Mr. Gibbs. 

^. Where dp you Hve? 

Jt. At Derby/ 

^. Are you a member of the Societjr there? 

Jt. Yes. 

d^. What are the objeSs of that Society ? 

J. A Reform in the Commons Houfe of Parliament. 

j^. Had you any view with refpeft tp the other branches pf 
the Legislature, either to the King, or the Lords f 

J. No. ■' ' 

^ Had yo^J or had any of the menibers of your Society, 
to yPur knowledge, any intent to bring about that Reform by 
force ? 

J. O dear, no— fo far from it, that our Society has nevjjr 
met (ince the petition to Parliament was reje£lei 

Jofeph Strutt, Efqi 
Ctofe-examined by Mr. Attorney General. 
^ After the petitions to Parliament were rejeSed, y^urSo-* 
cic^ has not me^ ? 



^. . I think not once. 

Mr. Erjklne. 1 will ftate to- your Lordfliip that I ^fo meai^t 
to offer another piece of evidence, in order that I may rc;.. 
ceive the judgment of the Court upon its admiflibility. I (hall 
prefent to the Court all that we conceive \t our duty to prefent, 
leaving it to your Lordfliip to decide upon the admiffibility, 
which is matter of law, I was inftrufted to offer to your Lord- 
fliip evidence of afTociations in the year 1780 for fimilar pur- 
pofes, followed up by refolutions extremely fimilar to many of 
thofe which have occupied much of the atteption and confiderar 
tion of the Court, 1 will not take up your Lordfliip's time 
with ftating at length the principle upon wl^ich I oflFer it, bc- 
cawfe I have fo often ftated it already 5— rnamely, that vi^en w^ 
are trying the intention of ^he perfons who held thofe ailbcia- 
tions, that it might be feen whether they were not foUowiof 
the example, no matter whether legally or illegally, of great 
men in their ov^n country, iuftead of being fuppofed to be 
copying perfons in another country, from whom they were to- 
tally diftindt. . 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. What fliould I fay to it if I fliould 
be of opinion that the aflTocIatLons of that year were Higl^ 
Treafon ? 

Mr, Erjktne. Thijit cannot be, foj: there is no fuch thing 
as High Treafon in point of law, unlefs jhe party ha^ in his 
mind an intent to compafs the King's death. 

Lord Chief Juflice Eyre. One migl^t be compelled, for aught 
I can tell, to fayfo. 

Mr, Erjkine. It would be very difEcult, I confefs, to perfuade 
any body that almoft all the great perfons in this country hav^ 
been in a courfe of coniinitting High Treafon. 

Lord Chief Jufiice Eyre. I do not impute it to them, I only 
fixy that nothing that was done by any fet of men ten years ago. 
or at any other time, with which thefe perfons had no con- 
ncclion, and to which they have not in any manner referred, can 
poiTibly influence die prefent cafe ; we cannot enquire into that 
tranfaftion, or fay any thing about it» 

3 
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Mr, Brjktne. Mr. Sheridajn, as your Lordfhip very wdl 
'"knows, is a member of the Houfe of Commons, I will call 
him to prove that he was about to bring before the Houfe an 
.enquiry into any confpiracy that there might be againft the Go- 
vernment iupon diis Aibjed: now under examination; that te 
>faw the prifoner at the bar, and had communication with him long, 
long before the papers, in his cuftody were feized, which are now 
'turned into evidence againft him, as papers found clandeftinely 
Jn his cuftody as a criminal. I ca^ Mr* Sheridan to prove, if 
, the fad be fo, that Mr- Hardy offered to come forward to give 
: all affiftance, to 1^ every Aing vduntarily before die ParJiamejst 
rin examination of this matter, which has fince been made die 
*fubjeft of enquiry in a Court of Criminal Juftice. I pro- 
.-duce this evidence |]3ecaufe it a(F<;>rds a preCumptipn of }^ 
^innocence. 

Kiibard 'Brindjley Sheridan^ £fq\ (fworn) 
Examined by Mr, Erjkin^. 

t^. Do you knowthe prifoner at the bar ? 

J, I faw the prifoner p^c^ and but opce, I d^nk, to n^y 
:i:nowledge. 

^ When was that*? 

jt. I think in the beginning pf the mondi Of Ma]d[),^i793. 

:^ Upon what occafion^was it that you faw him ? 

jf. I had given notice in die Houfe of Commons that I in- 
?tended very fhortly tp bring forward a motion, the objeft of 
.^vhich was fimilar to that which was adopted in' the laft feffion-; 
namely^ to proppfe a Cpmmitteeto enquire into. the fedltions or 
-plots, and the general proceedings of -the Societies which were 
then fuppofed to be promoting Sedition or Tr^on i|i the 
^country. 

J^. At that time was the Convention which had been affcmbled 
in Scotland fitting, ot had it ^een dMperfed ? 

^ I do not recolleft. 

^ Upon that occafion did you fend for Mr. Hardy, or did he 
wait upon you ? 

J, I fent to him. I will ftate very fhordy what I underftan4 

F 4- ft^W 
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from the convcrfation which paffed, and wjfich, I have been in- 
formed, Is material for the prifoner. Having given thi& notide 
in the Houfe of Commons, I thought it my duty to make every 
enquiry I could into the h& of the exiftence of thefe feditiou« 
Societies, and into their condu£!:, being myfelf certainly a great 
dilbeliever in the fuppofed plots, to the extent to which they 
were ftated, or of the confpiracies which were fuppofed to be 
brewing in this Society. — I conVer(e4 with a Gentjemail upon 
the fubjeift; \ie among other modes of enquiry, •name4 to m^ 
Mr. Hardy, and he ftated him as a perfon whom^he conceived 
incapable of givjng into fuch plans, and who, he thought, could 
give me every information upon the fubjeft. I faid I ihould be 
glad to fee him ; Mr. Hardy accordingly came to me. I took tjie 
precaution, not certainly arifing from any thing that I heard of the 
charafter of Mr. Hardy, to. have two Gentlemen prefent at t\i^ 
convcrfation, one of which was Mr. Stuart, who was lately ex- 
amined; I fliewed Mr. Hardy a publication which had been 
delivered at the doors of the' H(oufe of Commons, and of the; 
Houfe of Lords, reporting the proceedings and the acjdrefles of 
thofe Societies, and giving a lift of the different public houfcs 
at which the Societies met ; he went over that book with mc^ 
and complained that it calumniated the Society he belonged to, 
and its proceedings — ■• — 

Lord Chief Ju/Ncc Eyre. It is not quite regular to go into a 
general narration, which may introduce a great deal of matter 
which will not be evidence ; the point you- are called upon t» 
prove is that Mr. Hardy, upon your converfing with him^ ot 
fcrcd to aifift you in difclofing every thing he knew, and to affift 
you in bringing forward the enquiry, becaufe as to his declaiatioa 
beyond that it may not be evidence ? 

J, I certainly will confine myfelf to that; — ^I fliould fay that 
Mr. Hardy obferved that the information apparently obtained by 
Government was extremely accurate ; that the places mentioned 
as their places of meeting were extremely correal ; he afterwards 
iaid- that the objeft of the Society was very much mif-ftated^ 
for that they had nothing in view but a Parliamentary Refom% 
according to the plan of the Duke of Richmoad. 

Lord 
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Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Not what his conduft was upon it-*« 
his opinion, 

jMr. Erjkine. What his pbjeft was upon it ? 

Mr. Sheridan. Mr. Erflcine ilated the Intention of calling m« 
was to that point ; but if I was mifled in adding fomething to it 
l^t was not evidence, it was from the fad bf a witnefs juflr 
now at the bar having exprefsly ftated that circumftance hintfelf, 
as having paffe^ between him and Mr, Hardy. 

Mr, Erjkine. I fliould not have prefumcd to have alked M|?, 
3tuart the queftiori, What was the phjeft of the Society? without 
your Lordfliipfs permiffion, but he faid that 'Mr. flardy de- 
ijared his own objedl, and that of the Society to be, a Parliament 
tary Reform upon the Duke of Richmond's plan: 

IfOrd Chief Jujiice Eyre. The deqlaration oC the objeft of 
the Society, and how it v^ras to be purfued, may be a very different 
tiling- 

Mr. Erjkine. Wliat did he declare tjie objed of the Society 
to be ? 

^. The whole objed of the Society, and hjs own obje<9: to be, 
pbtaining by peaceable means, a Parliamentary Reform upon the 
Puke of Ridimoild's plan. 

^ Will you be fo good as ftate what affiftance he offered 

A. He went through the lift of thefe places, and upon my 
interrogating him, certainly 'not prefuming that he was bound 
to anfwer the c[ueftion, upon aiking him the faft, whether thefe 
Societies, having been difperfed, they continued to meet at thefe 
public houfes J he declared they did not; that in confequence of 
ibis publication of Government thefe houfes cohfidered them- 
fejves as marked, and ftatingthat their members' were not per- 
fons who fpent much money at public houfes, that without much 
relu£bmce the Landlords of thofe houfes had refufed to let them 
meet at their hoUfes. I afked'him if they ftill continued to meet, 
he (aid diftinftly thstt they did ; that he knew they were watched- 
l>y Government, and had no objeftion to its being known that 
all the Societies continued to meet in private houfes, and he hstd 
|lo objedion, he feid, to give me Ae lift of the houfes where they 
* met^ 
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4nct, for my infprmatioii, and dat I might read it, if i pleafed, 
in the Houfe of Commons. 

^ Did he know at this timp that you had intended making a 
fiiotion in the Houfe of Commons upon the Aibjefli 

J. I told him Jthat diftindly^ I took down a great many pf the 
private hoiifes where he faid they met; I ^lare fay I did not 
jpreferve the paper, but I had it in my hand when I moved 
the next day in the Houfe of Commons for a Committee to en* 
i|uire into the cpndu(9: of thc^e Societies. 

^ Whe^er in ftating the purfuit which Farliamen^ had 19 
view, he offered you any further ai^ftance that might even- 
tually ^ iiecQf&i^ in the iirveftigation of ^11, diat in fs£^ had 
^eendone? 

jf. He offered me every affiftance and information In his power 
jN»Jie offered me a fight of the whole correfpondence, copies 
oir all his letters, if I chofc it, and expreffed an eager wifli du^ 
my motion might be fuccqfsful for an enquiry into the tegndafi d[ 
thefe Societies, 

^ 1 obfenre you have ]»een prefent daring mgft of diefe jm-o- 
ceedings^ I wifh to afk whether he ofiered you a fight of thofe 
papers which have ^een feized, and ^oa have heaid read here ia 
Evidence* 

A He offered me a fight pf the whole of his papers, andeyery 
|)ook in his pofleffion* 

^ Was that in conieqii^ence of any demand of yo\u^ pe« 
remptorily as a Member of Parliament, or a Magif):rate, or was 
it a voluntary offer on his part, confidering you as a priv^ Mem«* 
l>cr of Parliament ? 

A Certainly a voluntary offer, appearing to me to arife 
from a very fmcere wifh, on his part, that an inveflig5^ti<« 
might be infUtuted* ^ .. 

Richard BrindJIey Sheridan^ Eff^ 
Crofs-examined by Mr, Attorney General 
^ I underftand that this was in the beginning of Ac yeaf 
1793? 
A. I think in March, 1793, ^ "^^^^ ^^ motion, and I am 
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piretQr confident diis conyerlatioa was die yeiy eyening before I 
inade the motion. 

J^ Did I underftand yqu lig^t, tiiat yoii {hewed him fomQ 
book ? 

A 1 ifbewed l^im a bool^ a publicatioix fuppofed to proceed 
frpm the Treaiury, which had been delivered to the Members 
of both Houiibs, and which he complained very much calumniated 
pic proceedings of thefe Societies. 

^ He did not ofier to 0iew you a book that wa$ a jQunu4 
of their proceedings ? 

A He 4>&red tQ fh^ me die wbole of the papers and books 
of his Society. 

J^ I)o yoiu take vpoa yourfelf to (ay diat he offered to ibew 
jrou books, or a book, or any Journal ? 

jf. He offered in general to give every information as to the 
jO'oceedings which he could give 5 he faid he had no concealment, 
chat he wifhed to ibew me any papers, books, or proceedings 
pf the Society; I cannot recollect whether he (aid a book or 
books, but I mjuft be underftood when I (ay he offered generally 
to give xx^ cyery infonmadon in his power, 

^ I underftood you that he meant to give you all die writtem 
information that in the beginning of die year 1793 he qquld 
ffv^i b^t I have an important rea(bi| for defiring that he may 
jiot be prejudiced by your recoUe^on, when you ftate the word 
Journal pf Book.-^Did he offer to give you the correfpondence 
and a Journal or Book i 

A It is impoffible for me to (ay dut he u&d die word Jour^ 

nal, or whether he faid Book, or Books j but I . am pofidve in 

the recqUeySdon dut he offered to (hew me the papers of the 

Correfponding Society. 

: J^. No BcKik or Journal of die Correfponding Society has 

i been produced} I wi(h, therefore, to know whether you mean 

I purfelf to (ay that he did mention the word Journal, or the word 

i Book, becaufe I wi(h if your recolledkion is not accurate to 

■ the word Journal or Book, that that expreffion may be dropped, 

1 ^.^afinuch as that expreffion may give rife to an obfervadon ? 

I' ^' 
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A. I hare Juft difKn£Hy faid that I am not pofitive whether 
he faid Journal or Book, but his offer was to fhew me all the 
lepers and other correfpondence, and to conceal nothing from 
me; how he made that offer I cannot exprefsly recolleft, but die 
impreffion on my mind was, that he meant to withhold nothii^ 
irom me, but to give me whatever materials were in hs 
|i0wer, whether Books, Joucnals, or whatever they might be. 

Lard Chief Jujlice Byre. Your firft expreffion, as I hare 
iakcai it, was ^ the whole correlpondence?'*^ 

A, The whole correfpondence. 

l,9ri Q>uf y.uftice Eyre. I do not know whe&er Mr, Shes 
ridan ufedthe word " Journal/* 

Mr. Attorney 'Gemral. Mr. Sheridan did, and I rather doubted 
whedier that was from general recoQeflion, or precife and accunute 
recolie^on. 

Mr. Sheridan, I made no note of theconverfatian; I camwt 
be accurate as to thSe terms, but muft be underftood when t 
lay that bis oiffer was to put me in pdfleffion of all the papers, 
^nd to give me every verbal information. 

^ You had no converfation with him about Pane's pubK-t 
cations? 

A, I do not tfaiiik a fyllafble pafied upon thi^t fu1)je£}, 

J^ I underftand you that he invited ' your motion in dk 
Houfe of Commons, which would have given audiority to ^ 
Houie of Ccxnmons to bring all his papers before it ? 

A. Unqueftionably. 

^ He knew you were a Member of Parliament, and invited 
yoilr motion upon that fubje£l-? 

' A. I ftated my if^nded deiign to him, and that I hc^ied it 
would fuccecd. 

^ Are you a member of the Conftitutiond Society ? 

A. I do not know whether I am or hot, I was an origind 
meniber with the Duke of Richmond ; I do not know whefter 
I have formally withdrawn my name, but I have not attended 
fincc the year 1783, 
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Phltip Framisy £fy\ ((wbmy ^■■ 

Examined by Mr. Erjklne. 

^ Do you know the prifbner at the bar ? 

A. I do not recolleft his perfon again, but I have feen hinr 
twice. 

^ Upon what occaCon was it that you law him ? 

-^. I recolleft that I have feen him tmce> and I believe Aat 
is alL The firft time at his own houfe in Piccadilly, in confer 
cpience of a letter^ or fome infonnadon which he communicated 
to me, that it was the intention of the Society,, of which he 
was the Secretary^ or to which he belonged, t» return me dieir 
thanks for a fpeech concerning the Reform of Padiamenl^ which 
I had made in the Houfe of Commons, and I tlunk I am pretty 
accurate in this, that it was their delire to have printed the 
thanks of their Society ; I went to him to tell him I was fatisfied 
with their thanks, and wifhed them to decline printii^; — diat 
was the firft occafion of my feeing hinv 

j^. Whea was that i' 

A In the beginning of the year i'793. On or before the6t& 
of May, 1793, he was fent to me as Secretary of that Society 
to which he belongs, to defire diat I would prefent a petitioa 
from them to Parliament upon the fubje& of a Rdform in Par^ 
liament, and he defired that I would permit ium and fomeotfaers^ 
who were to aft as Delegates, or who were deputed from the So- 
ciety to me, to come to my houfe,. which they did. I de&red to 
fee the petition of courfe before I prefented it; diey brought the 
petition > he was, I think, rather the fpokefinan; Aere were 
four of them, Mr» Margarot was one, and there were others whole 
names I do not believe I ever knew^ I read the petition;. I (aid 
as to the form of the petitiony it feems perfeftly re^ieftful to 
the Houfe of Commons, and thinking it the right of tfee fubje6l„ 
upon all occafions,. to petition the Houfe of Commons, or any 
^her branch of the Legiflaturcy I had no objeftion to deliver 
flidr petition, but then I told them I had an objeftion to the 
grayer of the petition, and 1 advifed them that I muft at the 
fune time that 1 delivered it^ declare myfelf utterly adverfe to the 
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phfet of It, which W2$ that the redrefs for the grievances rf 
which they complained, in the body of the petition, fhouldbe by 
granting to the people of this country whiit they called Univerfel 
Reprefentation according to the plati laid down by the Duke of 
Richmond. 

^ That the Reform they wanted was according to a plan 
ivhich you did not approve ? 

A I treated it as I have done lipOn all Other occafioiis ; I treated 
the idea of Univerfal SufiFrage with the litmbft di&ipprobatlon, 
and I told them that if I did prefetit the petition, they ought to 
know that I (hduld at the fame time declare, as I did when t 
prefented it declare, that I had nothing to do with the prayei' 
of it, not that it was illegal, but that in my idea it was im- 
proper. ' 

^ Having offered to you a petition which you thotiight per-i 
feflly legal, but the prayer of which for Univerfel Suffrage dii' 
not agree with your private opinion ; — what was Mr; Hardy*^ 
anfwer to that? 

ji. Mr* Margarot was the fpokefinan rather more flian Mn 
Hardy; Mr. Hardy was prefent, and I perfe£Hy remember, for 
I took notice of it in fpeaking of thiS matter, thai Mr; Hardy 
feemed a moft remarkably reaibnable, quiet man^ when fpeaking 
of this matter it ftruck me fb both then, and when I faw him in 
his fiiop« Upon ftating thefe objeftions, Mr. Margarot and 
the other two were very readyy and their readinefe furprij&ed me^ 
in maintaining the arguments that fnight be urged on the part* 
of univerfal reprefentation* I expreffed my furprize thiatmenof 
their rank in life fhould have the command of fuch arguments, diey 
faid it was not furprizing, for they only followed the opinions of 
the Duke of Richmond, and they faid whatever my opinion might 
be, I could hardly make it better. Upon my making this difficulty 
to prefent their petition, and ftating that, in ftrift ParKamentary 
propriety, a petition to the Houfe ought to leave die remedy, 
whatever it might be, in general terms to the wifdom of Ae* 
Houfe; and that even if I had approved their idea of univer£J. 
reprefentation, I fhould have recommended them to leave the- 
prayer of their petition open in a general way; they faid that fcr* 

their 
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tbelr part^ I believe Mr. Hardy took ituponhimfelf whenhe' 
laid thi% and I took notice of the quietnefs, moderation, and 
iimplicity of the man, as well as his good fenfe; he faid in return 
to that,- that he was forry diey had not known my objecSlion 
fooner, or to that effect I have had occafion to recite die cir-' 
cumilances now ftated to the Court upon another occafionf 
which makes me more accurate conoernii^ diem^ fome time 
ago when I was called upon to mention diem at a meeting of our 
own Society, I n^entien that only to account for being fo ac- 
curate^ they (aid diey were forry tfaey had not known- tuf 
objedions (boner, that It would have been- indiiFerent to them 
whether they fhould have ftated the prayer as they had done, or 
left it open ; but that now diey could not alter it^ becauie the 
petition was already figned by a great number, I believe nine 
tfaou(and y that it muft be prefented that day^ the 6th of May^ 
becaufe on that day Mr. Grey had given notice of his motion 
«)ncerning a Reform of Parliament, and it was indi(penfibly 
secefiary it fhould be preiented that day, diat made it impoiEblet 
diey could aker the prayer of the petition^ being figped hj 
great numbers. I laid very well,, diey knew m j thoughts upon, 
the fubje£^ and if tfaey were content that I fhould preient theic 
pedtioo^ making diat dedaration concerning the prayer of it^ L 
was ready to do it;^— accordingly I did fo». and ftated to die 
Hoiife my obj.edion to it. 

j^ Had it not been that die forms erf* the Houle would not 
admit of the dme* did diere appear a readtneis and wiDingnefe 
to have made it conformable to your recommendadon ? 

JL Yes,- remarkably foi and I was very ^ad to have diat 
ft> fbte to the Houfe.. 

Philip Fronds^ Eff^ 
Crois-examined by Mr^ Attorney GeneraL 

^ You have &id that there was a remarkable readlnels to 
lave changed the prayer of the pedtion,. if diere had been time 
enough ? 

jt I thought fo. 

j^ Had you any reafon to believe (indeed I am almoft 
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ifliamed to afk die queftion) — ^haA you any reafon to believe at 
the time that they waited upon you with this petition, that they 
had no anxiety at all about the fuccefs of it ? 

A, On the contrary, they feemed very eager about it. There 
is a circumftance which I do not know whether it is material, 
Mr, Hardy told me they had afked Mr. Fox to prefent this peti- 
tion, and that he had declined it, becaufe he was an enemy td 
Univerfal Suffrage. 

^. I believe that was mentioned in the letter, to you ? 
* A. And that Mr. Fojt had declined it bccaUfe he difagreed with 
them in the prayer of the petition. 

^. Then in effeft, as it ftruck your mind, they appeare({ 
extremely defirous that the petition fhould be prefented, ancf 
were extremely willing that the prayer (hould be altered at-' 
cording to your ideas, if time would have permitted ? 

A. They were extremely defirous to have it prefented, and 
very ready to have left it generally to the wifdom of the Houfe. 
I am pretty fure, indeed I am certain, that they for thcif 
parts, would have been very well contented to have left it 
fo, if they had been fooner apprized of the forms of the 
Houfe. 

§1* They held the language then of men defirous to have a 
Parliamentary Refbnn to the extent the wifdom of Parliamdit 
could give it them, and not to ufe a language which amounted to 
a determination to accept of nothing lefs than Univerial Sufliagc 
and Annual Parliaments ? 

A. They did not give up, as the objeft of their wiflies, 
Univerfal Suffrage and Annual Reprefentation, but what thfey 
were ready to give up, and did give up, was to change the form 
of the prayer of their petition. 

^ I dare fay thqy did not exprefs to you their determination 
.that they would accept nothing from the Legiflature but Uni- 
verfal Suffrage and Annual Parliaments ? 

A. Certainly not — I would not have had any thing to do wifi 
them if they had ufed that language. 

^. I think you faid they had determined to print their letter of 
thanks to you? 

4^ Thtt 
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A. That was fbme time before. 

J^. You told them you totally difapproved of the method of 
Univerfal Suffrage and Amiual Reprefentation? 
A. Yes J that was on die 6th of May. 
^. Did you happen to know that they had publifhed what 
you defired (hotdd not be publifhed, togedier wiA a pretty flrong 
letter preceding, which I will fhew you ? 

^. No ; I do not diink they did at all publifh it, at leaft n^ 
in a newfpaper. H| 

^. Pleafe to fee if this is an accurate copy of the atifwer you 
fent them ? (/hewing it to Mr. Francis.) 
A. I believe it is, 

^. Is the letter which precedes it the letter you received be* 
fore you prefented the petition ? 
A. I dare fay it is, but I had totally forgot the letter. 
^ Have you any doubt about it ? * 
A, No, I have not; I fee now plainly that they had totally 
nifbiken me. 

(It was read')\ 
^ A Letter of Thanks, addressed by the Londou 
« Corresponding Society to Philip Francis, Esq^ 
^ M. P. FOR his •able Speech in Parliament, ok 
« the tenth of April, 1793, upon the S'tocicbridgs 
^ Election Bill ; together with his Answer. 
^ A Letter rf Thanis^ Ij the London Correjponding Society^ 
to Philip Francis^ Efq\ 
« Sir, 
* The Committee of Delegates of the London CorreJ^ondtng 
^ Society^ having penifed with confiderable pleafure your truly 
^ patriotic fpeech of the loth inflant, in favour of a Radical 
*' Reform in the Reprefentation of the People^ think it incum* 
^ bent on diem, as friends to Reform on that broad bafis, for 
^ which you have fo ably contended, to return you their fincereffc 
^ thanks, and to exprefs their obligations for your fupport of a 
* caufe, to which tiieir every exertion has long been devotra. 
' United at we are upon die firmefl and mofl patriotic prin« 
< cbleS) andwi^i the pureft of all poffible intentions, die good 
ll>L.IV. G ^* 
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<< of our country ; it gives us the moft heartfelt iatisiadi<m to 
^ fee that thofe principles and thofe intentions are not confined 
^ to ourfelves, but that there yet exifts in the British Sz- 
<« NATE a Patriot, who dares fpeak truth in the caufe 
^ of his Country, and plead for the people in the hcc of corruption. 
<^ Too lon^ has the caufe of the people languiihed ; influence^ 
^ intereft, or prejudice have precluded knowledge from the 
^ Senate ; or if not precluded, nearly overpowered. The people 

#have feen with forrow their happinefs difregarded, and their 
rights imdefended: The oppofition of political warfare has 
^ been the eiFed of party, and the exertion of ability had intereft 
" for its ftimulus. 

^ Roufed from its torpor, the nation has at laft begun TO 
" THINK FOR ITSELF. Syftcms of Communication have been 
^^ formed, and mediums devifed to collect the public voices— * 
<< Mediums independent of influence, or corruption: fuch is 
.^ our Society ; and from that Society, you, Sir, are requcfted 
^ to accept the thanks of an obliged body of men, which knofws 
<^ equally how to value its rights, and efteem the fupporters of 
« them. 

<^ We have but to wifh that from exertions fo able, fo difin- 
^ terefled as your's, the caufe of the people may be impartially 
^ debated in Parliament ; and we trufl when that is die cafe, the 
^ diflindion of party will ceafe, and a Parliamentary Reform 
^< take place upon the general ground of equal right 

** Should our hopes in this refpe6l prove abortive, it is im- 
^^ poflible to fay where may end that fpirit of enquiry, which 
^ has gone forth among a people, who have not forgot diat diey 
^ are entitled to Freedom, and who cannot tamely ice Aem- 
" fclvcs plundered of their rights. 

" We are, Sir, with lincere refpeA, 
*' Your highly obliged, and very humble fervantSp 
" For the Committee of 
^ The London Correfponding Society, 
« ytpril 21/?, 1793. «* M. MARGAROT, Chaimiaik 

« Pbilip Francis^ £/p •* T. HARDY, SecrcUry.'* 

« St. JamsU-fyuanr 
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^ Su James's Square^ April %idy i^()i. 

** G£NTLEM£N> 

** I RECEIVED with great pleafure the favour of your letter, 
^ and acknowledge it with many thanks, which I beg you will 
^ exprefs for me to the Cqnmittee of Delegates of your Society, 
^ and to the Society at large. 

^ With refped to a Parliamentary Reform, the utmoft diat 
^< can be done by a few individuals in the Houfe of Common^ 
^ and all that can be expeded from them is, to take ev^ 
^ fiivourable occafion to agitate the queftion, and to bring 
^ die fubjeA as often as they can into public view and dif- - 
«• cuffion. 

^ If the people of this country in general, were as hearty and 
^ diligent as your Society, in fupporting the meafure by de- 

* clarations and petitions, I fhould have little doubt of its fuccefs. 

* Without that fupport, fuccefs is unpoffible. On my part, 
^ you may be fure that every thing in my power (hall be done 
^ to obtain it. 

«* I am, 

" Gendemen, 
" Your mofl obedient, 
^ Humble fervant, 
« T$ the Chairman and Secretary of the <* P. FRANCIS.'* 

« CommiUee ef Delegates of thi 
^ London Osrrejponding Society.'* 



Mr. Brjkine. The reading this letter, which I dfi not call 
for, gives me an opportunity of afking you, whether you would 
have anfwered Aat letter in the manner you have done, if you 
had the fmalleft reafon in the world to believe that thefe people 
were purfuing their obje£): by fuch means as are charged to diem 
here this day? 

A. Myanfwer is in general terms of civility, I was not very 
ambitious of their praife, and did not wifb to enter into any 
argument widi them; moft afTuredly if I hsid thpugfat that diey 
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had any other views but to obtain a Reform of Parliament, aiid 
diat in a proper way by application to Parliament, and by in- 
ftruSions from the people to their reprefentatives, and fuch 
modes as I conceive the taws of this country to authorize ; if I 
had conceived them to have had any other obje£t, I fliould not 
only have abftained from correlponding with them, but have 
confidered them as very dangerous men. I thought them very 
much miftaken and abfurd upon the point, but I did not enter 
tlljt»_ an argument with them. 

Mr.BrJkine. The evidence on the part of the Crown has 
been divided, into two branches-— firft to prove by the language 
and writings of thofe who have been members of different So- 
cieties, what their obje6b were. Secondly, to fee how far the 
prifoncr could be legally involved in thefe objefts. In confe- 
quence of that many writings' and declarations of Skirving and 
others, who were Delegates to the Convention at Edinburgh, 
have been given in evidence ; what I propofe to prove to your 
Lordfliips is, that Lord Lauderdale, a Peer of the realm, as your 
Lordfhip knows, had a letter written to him, requefting him to 
accept the office of Delegate in the Britifli Convention for one 
of the Societies comprehended in the fcope of this confpiracji 
It would, therefore, be very unreafonable to fuppofe that their 
indention was to deflroy the honours of the Nobleman, to whom 
Ais letter was addrefTed. If your Lordfliips think it evidence 
I will ofFer it. It is dated the 7p}h of Odober, juft before die 
Britifli Convention was held. 

The Right Honourable the Earl of Lauderdale (fwom) 

Examined by ATr. £r/t/«^. 
^. I.wifli your Lordfliip to look at that letter (/hewing it 
to his Lordjhip ) did you receive it ? 

A. I received it juft at the time it bears dite* 
^ Did your Lordfliip know at that time that the Britifli 
Convention, as it was called, was about to be aflimblcd. 
A. I certainly did. 

J^ I underiland your Lordfliip declined being a Delegate? 

A A 
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A I did; it was an applicadbn from a Society of die Friends 
of the People in Portfburg, part of diefuburbsof Edinbut^h. 

J^. Was your Lordfhip at that time in Scodand ? 

jf. I had juft arrived at Edinburgh. 

^ Were you informed at that time that the different So- 
tieties in England, and alfo the different Societies in Scotland, 
were fending Delegates to this Society? 

jf> Yes, I was. . . 

^ Did you give any anfwer to diat letter ? * "' 

jfi Yes ; I wrote an anfwer. 

^ I cannot afk what the anfwer was.— Did jrou fee the perfbns 
who brought the letter ? 

jf. No, I never did ; I faw the Secretary, Mr. Skirving, an- 
tecedently to having received this letter, and I rather fufpeft that 
die offer was made to me in confequence of the converfiition 
which pafled between him and me. Mr. Skirving then wrote 
to Mr. Stuart, requefting the Society of die Friends of the 
People to appoint a Delegate to the Bridfh Convendoo* I be- 
lieve Mr. Stuart's anfwer, which has been fince printed, was 
that the Society not meeting at that dme, it was impoffiHe that 
they could appoint a Delegate, but he dare fay that any diidg I 
fliould do would afterwards be approved by the Society; ah an- 
twer I thought radier extraordinary, Mr. Skirving called upqa 
me feveral times, and prefFed me to take up this idea of Mr« 
Stuart's; I obje£led — ^he prefTed it upon this ground, diat if 
men of education would come amongfl them, it might prevent 
diem frorh falling into abfurdides, which othewif&.their keen- 
nefs and eagerhefs might lead diem to. I declined Wll to attend 
upon the ground that Mr. Stuart had propofed; fiufpeAed he 
had got them to make this reprefentation to me« This letter 
was written from a Mr. MofFatt, whom I have fince known^ 
feecaufe he aded as private agent for Mr. Muir and Mr« 
Palmer, 

^ Is he a man of charafber ? 

if. I then knew nodiing of him $— I have ften a great deal 
ef Mm' fince that period, and I never knew a more humane 
man, nor, I believe^ abetter man, 

G 3 g^^iQtt^ 



( 86 > 

' J^ Ftom any thing pu &W at die time diele appUcatknis 
%rere,made» had you any reaion to believe or fuTpedl diat the 
members of thi$ Gwivention were called together to afTiime the 
power of Government ? 

j/., Tbi; language was qui^ the reverfe among themfelves, 
that their plan was Univerfal SuBFrage and Annual Parlia- 
ments. 

j^. Was there any thing diat led you to believe that that 
was to be accompliihed by force and violence, over-powering 
and over-turning die different branches of our Government i 

^ Certaiidynotbii^oftheibrt. 

J^ I put it in the moft unqualified way ? 

^ Q certainly nou 

' The Right Honourable die Earl of LaudtrdaU. 
Crofs-examined by Mr. Mutney General. 

.^ Your Lordfliip had not heard of a letter that Skirving 
had written to Hardy in July, 1793, that has been read in 
evidence ? . 

J. At that time I had not. 

^ Nor any of thofe odier letters ? 

A No. 

Mr. Erjkine, Will you give mt leave to afk my Lord Lau- 
derlale what change of opinion thefe letters have made upon 
him? 

,Mr, Attorney General That is for the Jury. 

Mr. Erfiine. It is for the Jury both ways, becaufe your 
queftion infers,, that if his Lordihip had feen thefe letters, his 
opinion would have been the other way. 

(A letter read.) 
" My Lord, 
^^ Permit me, in name of many of the members of the So* 
^ ciety of the Friends of the People in Portfburgh, to have die 
** honour of propofing your Lordihip as a Delegate to die 
<* enfuing General Convendon. Knowing of your LonUhip's 
^ being in this country, we would be inexcuiable to our fel« 

« lowt 



( «M 

^ loW'dtizens, if we did not foiicit this &Yoiir from a baafi 
<^ to whom they Ibok up with sScEdaa and confidence. 
^ My Lord, I have.the honour to be, 

" Your Lordfliip's moft obedient, . 

^ and moft humble fervaniv ' 

« Hem fFynd, WILL. MOFFATT, Secretary." 

^ Edin.2bOa. 1793." 



Mr. Erjkine. Mjr Lords, I have nbwcloM thi defence of 
Mr. Hardy. 

Afr. Attorney General. Before Mr. Gibbs goes oh with the 
defence, there is a letter Vrom Afht6n,of the 26di of May, 1792, 
which I wifli to have read ; it was meant to be read, but was 
forgoten; it is by miftake dated 1797. 

•* Sheffield Society for Con/litutional Inferfkation. 

* Mr, Adams, 

« Sir, 

** Your favour of 3d ult. came duly to hand, the acceptance 
** of our twelve friends as members of your's, is highly fatis- 
" fa£h>ry to this Society, and I am direded by diem to requefl 
** you will be pleafed to prefent their fincere thanks to your 
•* Society for their afie£Konate regard for, and honour conferred 
** upon the members of this inftitution. 

** It is with pleafure we congratulate you on die rapid pro- 
" grefs of real and ufeful knowledge, and the diffipation of ig- 
^ norance and error from among the general mafs of the peo- 
** pie. Knowledge once obtained cannot be obliterated, but by 
<* the lofs, or abufe of "reafon: Truth once fairly difcovered and 
«* fubfbntiated, cannot be defaced by the fophiflry and wicked 
^ defigns of artful and crafty men. 

" We are happy to inform you that the number of our aflb- 
*• dating, or ticket, members, keep increafing, are now about 

* 0400, but they have not increafed of late in proportion with 
^ our worthy and refpeftable friends, who, (althtf thejT do not 
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f* affociste l;irith us as an incorporate body) have manifefied 
* themfelves inawayof rcfpeaability, adding ftrcngth and fup- 
^ port to the undertakii^ of this Society, and to the caufe in 
*< general. . 

« On Saturday laft, igdi inft. we received a packet of 
^ printed addreflb, refolves, tor. from the Society (Free- 
« mafdns Tavern) ^ich^ on mature confidcration, we .find 
^ ourfelves not f6 well reconciled to the ideas they convey tD 
« us as we could wifll, if they had appeared in a diiFerent point 
^ of vieWy nor 4o they afford us fudi a flattering profpeft as 
<^ we weit i^prehenfive tnight be expefiied from an aflkdatmn 
«^ of |b re^pe^ble ^ body, under the high denoinina^n of the 
^ Friends of the Pegple, Iii our opintm, their anfwer of iadi 
^ initt to your l^r of 27th ultt is no ways compatibly with 
^ that appellation'; from thp known refpedability of many names 
^^ which appear amongft them, we had entertained great hopes 
^' of their red ufe in obtaining a thorough reform upon the 
" principles of the Rights of Man, which can ^ver Beac* 
** complilhed, until every man enjoys his lawful and juft pri-» 
" vjleges, 

^V Previous to the reception of this packet, we did conunu^ 
^ nicate to them, by letter, the pleafing hopes it reflected to us, 
•* qn loojdng forward, viewing fuch refpeftable charadsrs fig- 
*^ najizbg themfelyes in fuppprt of the people's rights, agrce- 
^* able to the above principles, and thp denomination by which 
** they h^vg entitled dicmfelves, &c. Jn du^ courfe they would 
** reipeive our letter )aft Thvirfday fe*nnight, and in cpnfequcncc 
** we appr<?hend the packet was forwarded to us on the (ame 
" day, but without any written coipmunication ; we Ihall not 
<< attempt any further communication with them, until we are 
^ fevoured with your fentjments upon the fubje£l^ or until 
»< matters of doubt which we at prefect entertain, be rt* 
^ moved. 

^ We alfo received a packet from the Friends of the People, 
^ South wark, and they have our hearty concurrence and bcft 
^ wiibes \ we fiiall in a day or two forward our reply to them. 

« Wc 
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" We have alfo been favoured with an affeSionate commu*- 
^ nication from our friends and fellow labourers at Manchefter, 
^ and from feveral other places, who are about to form them- 
*' felves into Societies; Birmingham in particular claims all 
^ die affiftance from eftabliihed Societies which poffibly can be 
^ adminiftered, there are great numbers in that place friendly to 
^ the caufe of the people, and we hope (notwithftanding the late 
^ tragical tranfa£Hons) if prudent mediods are adopted and pur« 
.^'fiied, the people's attention may be turned to their own in- 
^ ^reft, and the mouths cS defpots and ranting bigots flopped 
^ wMdi is, and muft be the fincere wi(b of every real friend to 
^ llie peace and wel&re of mankind. 

« I am moft refpeftfully, 
*« Your fincere friend, 

« SAM. ASHTON, Secretary, 
« SheffleUy May 26, 1797. « CampoJane,'* 

^ Hopes you will excufe for troubling you with the inclofed. 

•* N. B- Our worAy friend, Vidnus, is Mr. John Payne^ 
* of Newfaill, near Sheffield^ and one of our friends whom yoa 
^ we^ pleafed to accept as a member of your Society. 

(A4^efled) « Mr. Adams^ Tooh's-court^ 
^^ Chamiry*laniy London** 



(The End of the Evidence.) 
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Mr» Gibbs. 
Gentlemen of the yury^ 

I need not ftate to you the anxiety that I muft neceffiuily 
feel upon this occafion^ opprefled by the weight of a caufa 
under ivfaich the mighty abilities of my learned friend covU 
hardly fupport him. But^ Gentlemen, if I can» I will do my 
duty to that milerable man at the bar } if my ftrei^th enable! 
me to go through the defimce which I faa¥e undertaken, I wiB 
defend him ; it is not a wifh to fpare my own ftrengtb, it; is not 
a wi(h to fpare my own healdi which has overpowered me^ hut 
it is becaufe I have felt this cade too great for me; I have felt 
myielf incapable erf" comprdiending, inmy mind, the vaft noafsof 
evidence which the Crown has produced againft this man* No 
time vi^ich the indulgence of the Court has allow^ me^ no jm 
duftry of my own (in which, I aflure you, I have not £uled) 
has -enabled me fo to conceive, in: my mind, this vaft caitfej as 
to ftate it intelligibly to you ; for fo, and fb only .does die iflitereft 
of die priibner, and public jufticc, require that it ihooldbe- ffarte<L 

Gentlemen, you will remember that, in the outfet, it- todc 
tfie Attorney General nine hours merely to open this cafe ; a 
length of fpeech unheard of; the annals of this kingdom* do- not 
afford an inftance of a profecution founded txi fo many compli- 
cated &£b, drawn out of fuch a tangled web, that lefs than a 
ipeed) of nine hours could not render it intelligible to die Jury» 
nor explain to them by what mode of reafoning it was meant to 
bring the imputed charge home to the ^rifohdr. 

To fuppofe that the Attorney General has ftated his cafe at 
greater length, or burthened it with more evidence than in his 
judgment was neceflary, would be cafting an unworthy reflec- 
tion on him. His known charafter renders it impoffible. The 
profecution itfelf muft be thought to have required for its fup- 
port this mafs of evidence, which it is our duty, as Counfel fcr 
the prifoner, to obferve upon, but impoffible, in the time al- 
lowed us, to underftand. This it is that weighs us down.-** 
Remember the fituation in which my learned friend, Mr. 
I Erflcinc 
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Erftine was; you Clw how even he was opprefTed by it; it was 
not poflible for human ability, and I feel it fo, becaufe it was not 
poffible for his^ (landing up to repel a charge drawn by fuch 
fubtle reafoning, out of fuch a complication of fa6h ; it was not 
poffible for the ability of man fo to comprehend and embrace, in 
his mind) thofe fa^s, as to enable him to lay before you a hit 
defence for the prisoner. 

Gentlemen, in order to make what I have to addr^ to jm 
upon this fubjed intelligible, it is neceflary that I fhpuld iirft' 
fbate to you what I coAceive the law of the fubjedl to be, and 
what queftions that law fubmits to your confideration in the 
prefent cafe. This is to be looked for. — Firftj in the indiSt^ 
ment; next, in the ftatute upon -Much the indidment is found*, 
ed« I fay it is to be looked for in the indic):ment, becaulb it is 
neceffary that the indidlment ihould charge .the prifoner mds 
fome &,& or fa£ts, which, in law, amount to Treafon; and 
you are bound to enquire of nothing that is not there charged. 
The charge againft the prifoner is, that he has compaiTed die 
King's death, and that, for the purpofe of carrying that defignt 
entertained againft the King's life, into execution, he has done 
certain ads ftated in the indiiStnent. The Treafon charged 
is, that he compaiTed the King's death ; the means by which 
be is ftated to have endeavoured to eiFe£t this purpofe, are^ 

Firft, ^ That he, with others, met, and confpired to procure 
«* a Convention and Meeting, with intent, and in order that 
** the perfons to be afTembled at fuch Convention and Meetings 
^ (hould and might, wickedly and traitoroufly, without, and in 
*• defiance of the authority, and againft the will of the Parlia- 
^ ment of this kingdom, fubvert and alter, and caufe to be fub« 
^ verted and altered, die Legiflature, Rule, and Government^ 
^ now duly and happily eftabliflied in this kingdom, and de« 
" pofe, and caufe to be depofed, our faid Lord the King."— 
That is the firft overt suSt ftated in the indid^ment; it is not ne- 
ceflary for me to ftate the other overt aSs relative to die Con- 
vention, becaufe in reality their tendency is the (ame; it only 
ftates the different means they took in order to procure that 
CohventiQD> the ultimate end of which the charge ftates, was to 

ac- 
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accomplifli the King*s death. There are other afls charged, 
ftating, that the defendant cpnfpired ** to levy war againft the 
** King, for the purpofe of depofing him." Anodier charge is, 
that ^ they did meet, confpire, confult and agree among tihem- 
^ felves, and with divers other falfe traitors, whofe names are to 
« die laid Jurors unknown, to raife, levy, and make infurrec- 
^ tion, rebellion, and war within this kingdom, againfl: our fiid 
" Lord the King." So that you fee the charges, ftated in Ae 
indi£hnent, againft the prifoner, are thefe — ^The firft \s2n2St6f 
his mind, that he compafled the death (rf''the King. The noct 
is, that, in order to carry into execution that defign, todeftroy 
die King, he did certain a£ls, ftated in the indidlment^ wfardi 
a£b are alledged to have an immediate view of depofing the 
King } -and from that immediate view of depofing the King, 
you are defired to infer, that the ultimate objed^ was to accom* 
pllfh the King's death. 

This indictment is founded upon the ftatute of Edward the 
Third, upon which my learned friend argued very ably and 
elaborately. You obferve that, before this flatute, different 
opinions had been entertained as to what was, and what was 
not Treafon; and men had been drawn into die penalties of 
Treafon, without fufpe<9:ing that diey had incurred them. 

The ilatute recites, * That divers opinions had been cnter- 
** tained in what cafe Treafon (hall be faid, and in what not; 
« and therefore the King, at the requeft of the Lords, and of 
" the Commons, makes a declaration of what fhall be Trealbn j 
^ that is to fay, when a man doth compafs or imagine the death 
" of our Lord the King, or our Lady his Queen, or of their 
" eldeft fon and heir, and thereof be provably attainted of open 
** deed by the people of their condition, it is to be underftood 
« that in that cafe it ought to be judged Treafon," that is, High 
Treafon. 

Then the ftatute goes on with a declaration that nodilng but 
that, which is precifely exprefTed and fpecified in the fhitute, 
fhall be Treafon: — ^ And becaufe that many other like cafes of 
^ Treafon may happen in time to come, which a man cannot 
" think nor declare at this prefent time, it is accorded, diat if 

« any 
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^ any other cafe, fuppofed Treafon, "which is not above rpcci* 
^. fied^ doth happen before any Juftices, the Juftices fhall 
** tarry, without any going to judgment of the Treafon, till 
^ the caufe be (hewed and declared before the King and his 
^ Parliament, whether it ought to be judged Treafon or other 
« felony." 

You have dien the indidment ftating thefe points, which you 
are to confider, indiedier the prifoner compafTed the King's 
death, and whether he committed thefe zSts with an intent im« 
mediately to dcpofe the King, and ultimately to accomplifh his 
deadi. The main charge is, that he compafled the King's 
death. This is the only Treafon, prefented by the indidment, 
to your enquiry; and this is the only form in which it could 
have been legally ftated in the indi£bnent, iince the flatute of 
the 25th of Edward the Third ; if this indi£bnent had varied 
£:om the flatute, in charging any thing as Treafon which the 
ftatute does not make {o^ it would be erroneous : if former in- 
di£fanents, from the time of paffing the flatute to the prefent^ 
had varied from it, without being noticed, that would not alter 
the law upon the fubje^, becaufe in cafes arifing upon a flatute, 
no eflablifhed form of legal proceedings can controul the fla* 
tute, but mufl be corrected by it 

In this cafe, however, the form of the indidment and thefb* 
tute go hand in hand ; it appears from each that nothing fhall be 
Treafon (nothing, at Jeafl, necefTary to be confidered upon the 
prefent occaiion), except the compaifing the King's death. 
You will obferve the flatute fays likewife, that the^ party mufl 
be ^ provably attainted of open deed by the people of his con« 
^ dition." Now, upon this ftatute. Lord Coke, who was one 
of the mofl learned lawyers that has ever lived, has commented, 
and I fhall take the liberty fhortly of ftating his comment, at 
leaft that particular part of it, becaufe that will point out to 
you how careful the law is, and how careful all writers upon the 
law are, to guard Judges and Juries againft ever extending this 
ilatute ; it points out die method you ought to ufe in invefti-" 
gating the charge brought againft the prifoner, and therefore I 
truft it will not be thought ufelefs if I ftate it to you. The 

Treafon 
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Treaibn disrged is, you fee, a cotnpaffing the Kill's iskSki 
diere muft be in the mind of the prifoner an intention to efllcft 
die King's death, but that muft be proved to a Jury byU^ 
a^, and on that part of the ftatute in whidi die Legifladnt 
iays, '' that the party ihall be provably attainted i^ open dted 
^ by the people of their condition^'* Lord Coke has diUs oom^ 
mented. Gendemen, where your recoUedion goes ta the ar- 
gument of Mr. Erikine, which pailed fome time ago, I am fur6 
jou will regret diat I ihould repeat it, but I will' only endei- 
to bring back thofe things wbidi may have eicaped you. 

Lord Coke fiiys, f 3 Inji. 12.) « In this branch four thingdite 
f* to be ebferved. Firft, this viferi provabfyj diat is, upon dire£l| 
'* manifeft proof, not upon conje^ral prefumptions, or inferenceSi 
^ or ftrains of wit, but upon good and fufRcient proof; awL6etttii 
**" die adverb (provablement) provably, hath a great fotttf and 
*^ figniiieth a direSt and plain proof, which word the KifUg^ the 
'*' Lords and Commons in Parliament did ufe, for that tfab of«- 
^ fence was (o heinous, and was fo heavily and fa finrerdy puiw 
^ ifhed, as none other the like, and therefore the oiFender^niuft 
*^ provahfy be attainted, which words are as forcible sis upon 
^ direct and manifeft proof. Note, the word is not pr§iaUj^ 
^ for then commune argumentum might have ferved, bat die 
** word is provably be attainted/' 

This you fee. Gentlemen, is an exhortation to you who art 
to find whether the prifoner is or is not guilty; diat you do not 
find him guilty without plain, dired, and manifeft proof— Mffais il 
die proof v{hich the Legiflature requires for the purpofe cf iaAag 
diis crime upon the prifoner; this is the proof which of couife 
you, \i^o ire the Jury to try his guilt 'or innocence, muft" be 
£itisfied has been given in the caufe, before you can find him 
guilty. 

Gendemen, I will trouble you further, merely with a ftate- 
ment of the way in which judges who have had to try caufes 
upon this ftatute, have laid down die law to the Jury. I fliaU 
then have ftated to you the in^^ment— *the ftatute upon wfaick 
it is founded, the coiiftrudtion of one of die moft learned lawyers 
who ever lived upon that ftatutej^ and the acting of one eS the 

moft 
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moft learned Judges vAk> has ever adorned the bench (I fpeak of 
Lord Chief Juftice Pemberton) when he fat on the trial of Lord 
Ruflel, wha was charged with an. ofience of the lame fort as 
diat mth whidi the prifona: at the Bar now ftands charged. 

The dodrine contained in that trial is» I fuppofe^ law, becaufe 
I have beard the trial alluded to in Courts and not frcMn the Bar, 
but from the Bench. I have heard die fumming up of Lord 
Chief Juitice Pemberton, who tried Lord RuiTel^ alluded to, 
as containing the law of the land upon the fubje£l of Treafon. 

My Lord Ruflel was tried upon this flatute, and the indi<^ 

ment charged him with compaffing the King's death, the overt- 

aA was, that {jSt.Tr. 706.) ^ to fulfil and pcrfsEt the bid 

^ moft horrible treafon and traitorous compaffings, imaginations, 

^ and purp(^es afore&id, he, the (sud William Ruffid, together with 

^^ otherfaUetra4tDrs,malicioufly,traitoroufly,and adviiedly between 

«^ thenifelve$,.and with divers other traitors to the Jurors unknown, 

^^ did meet together, confult, agree, and conclude infurredion and 

^ rebdlion againft our Sovereign Lord the King^withtn this king- 

** dom of England, to move and ftir up, and the guards for the 

f^ prefervation of the perfon of our fiud Lord the King to Ibize 

^ and deftroy, agauift the duty of his allegiance." 

^ So you fee die charge in that indictment was diat Lcnrd RufTel 

feid compafied the King's death, and to tffeA that Trea&m, 

had oonfpiced to raife infurrection and rebellion againft the 

King, and to kizc the guards appointed for the prefervatioa of 

die King's perfon. The evidence given in diat cafe went cer- 

tajinly to iOiew, if it went to ihew any thmg, that Lord RuflH 

had confpired to raife infurrection and rebellion in the kingdom, 

and to feize the King's guards, and jret Lord Chief Juftice 

Pemberton, in fumming. up, (I ftate this, to iliew what is the 

matter for you to enquire into in this cafe) does not tell the 

-Jury that the point for tl\em to confider is, whether the prifoner 

bad confpired to raife infurrecdon and rebellion, againft the 

pevfon of the King ; and if they found that, they muft find the 

prifoner guilty; but he tells them this — ^ now the queftion 

^ before you will be, whether upon this whole matter you do 

. ^ beUeve"r-*liot that LiOrd Ruftl had raifed infurrection and 

rebellion 
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rebellion againft the King, but ^ whether you do belieire itif • 
^ Lord RufTel had any defign upon the King's life, to deftroy 
^ the King, or take away his Hfe.** Thit is the charge whidi 
my Lord Chief Juftice Pemberton gives to the Jury who tried 
Lord Rufiel, and no man ever complained that the trial of Lord 
Ruijei was not fufficiently fevere- — ** that (he fays) is the ma- 
<^ terial part Jiere; it is ufed and given you by the King's 
^ CouniU as an evidence of this, that he did conipire to raife 
^^ an infurrection, and to cauie a rifing of the people to make 
^ as it were, a rebellion within the nation, and to furprize the 
^ King's guards, which they fay can have no odier end but to 
^ feize and deftroy the King." 

So that Lord Chief Juftice Pemberton puts it to the Jury, 
that though they believed thefe facts, jct from thefe facts they 
were to collect whether the prifoner Viad, or had not, a defiga 
upon the King's life, for if he had not, they could not find him 
guilty \ if diat had not been his opinion of the law upon this 
fubject, he would not have put it to them to fay whether Lord 
Ruflel by this means meant to accomplifh the King's death, but 
would have put it— do you believe he confpired to raife an in- 
furrection and rebellion againft the perfbn of the King ? if you 
believe that, you believe enough; he does not fay that — he fays 
diey put this to you as an evidence that he meant to feize and 
deftroy the King, and he goes on to fay — ^^ it is a great evi* 
^ dence" — but it is only an evidence — (" if my Lord RufTel 
^ did defign to feize the King's guards, and make an infurrection 
^ in the kingdom) of a defign to furprize the King's perfbn. 
M It muft be left to you upon tiip whole matter-— you have not 
^ evidence in this cafe, as there was in the other matter that 
** was tried in the morning, or yeflerday, againft the con^i- 
•* rators to kill the King at die Rye." 

Gentlemen, I fhould tell you that either on that fame morn* 
ing, or the day before, fome other prifoners had been uied for 
being accomplices in the Rye Houfe Plot, and a part of that 
plot was not only to raife an infurection againft the Kii^, bur 
to (eize his perfon, and murder him \ therefore Lord Chief 
Jaftioe Pemberton fays — ^ you have not evidence in thi$ taSi^ 
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•* as there was in the other matter diatwas tried in the morning, 
** 6t y^fterday, againft the confpirators to kill the King at thel 
** Rye. There w^s a direct evidence of a confult to kill the 
^ King ; that is not given you in this cafe i this is an act of 
" contriving a rebellion, and ian infurrectibn widiin the king- 
^^ dom, to feize his guards, which is urged as ati evidsncsi and 
" furely is in itfelf an e'oidence to feize and deftroy fte King.'* 
So that Lord Chief Juftice Pemberton puts it td the jurjr that 
thftfe facts are ftrong evidence of that which they are to enquire 
into, namely, a compaffing the King's deaths but he puts it td 
them as the evidmciy and diftinguifhes the cafe from the cafes 
in the morning, where the defign was to feize and deftroy the 
King. Where is the need of that diftinctionj if cdnfpiring to 
raife rebellion againft the King bCj as is now contended by th^ 
Counfel for the Crown, conclufively and directly Treafon in 
itfelf. H^ goes on to fay^ " upon this whole matter this is left 
*^ to you ; if you believe the prifdner at the bar XA hare r^»- 
« fpirid the death of the King^ and in order fo that to have had 
<' thofe confults that thofe witneiTes fpeak of, theii you mufi! 
« find him guilty of this Treafon that is laid to his charge,**-— i 
that is, if you find that hetronfpired the death of the King; 
but unlefs you draW that conclufion frdm the other evidence in 
the caufe, you cannot find him guilty; this is Lord Chief 
Juftice Pemberton's fumming up to the Jury; and yet he is 
complained of by the friends of Lord Ruflel^ as having desJt 
too hardly with him ; therefore I think it cannot be imputed to 
him that he did this in any favour to the prifoner^Ae ftates the 
point for the Jufy to be, ¥^ether they think that th^ prifoner 
confpired to put the King to deaths I aidmit that under many 
circumftances, a Jury ought to draw that donclufion, but it i^ 
alway/ a queftion whether they will draw that conchifion, or not^ 
I think upon much conlideration of the queftion, net only that 
the exiftence of the overt-act is for the Jury, but Aat it is alfo 
for them to find whether the overt-act was committed in the 
profecution of that defign upon the King's life, which muft be 
fiated in the indictment ; not only does this appear to be the^ 
opinion of Lord Chief Juftice PembertoHj but of Sir George 
.y^i-IV. H 5*r«by^ 
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it'n^% wtio was Acn Hccorder of Ldndon^ an<! ivhd aftef* 
-wards was Lewd Chief Juftice of the Common Pleas* Lord 
duffel was found guilty— the Jury did find from the facts laid 
^before diem^ from his confpiring to raife an infurrectioii agmnH: 
-Ac perfon of the King) and more than that from Ws defign to 
feii&e'thofe Very guards that are appointed for th^ protection of 
the King*-s perlbn, that he did confpire the death of the King, 
and I cannot fay it was an unreafcmable conclufion* You (haK 
liear whether this is an inaccurate expreffion of Lord Chief 
•Juftice Pemberton^s, or whether it was generally confidered then 
las the law* Lord Ruffel afterwards, when he was brought up for 
judgment, (3 5^Tr. 744) defires to have the indictment read to 
'bimi When he hears the charge againft him of compafling ami coin 
■fpiring^ the King^s death— he ftarts*— he fays, *^ hold, I Aought 
. ^ I had riot been charged m the indictment of compaffing and 
-^ conQ)iring Ae death of the King." The Attorney General 
fays, «"f yeS| niy Lord, yoii are/' Then he fays to the Recorder— 
** I appeal to you and the Court, even if ail the i^tneHes tavi 
^ fwom be trucj whether I am guilty within the ftatute of 
■•'Edward the Third, there having been an evidence of a con- 
^ fpiracy to levy war, but no evidence of an intention to kill 
^ the King ; and therefore I think truly judgment Ought not 
** to pafs upon me for confpiring the death of the Kihg^ of which 
^ there was no proof by any one witnefs*-' That is only Lord 
Ruflers argument— -how is he aniwered by Sir George TVeby, 
te does not fey, what you ftate to have been fworn to by foni^ 
of the witneffes iis Treafon^ but he fays*— ^ that was an ex- 
** ception proper^ (and as I think you did make it) before Ac 
^* verdicit, whether the evidence does amount to prove the 
** charges diat is proper to be obferved to the Jury/^ ' Sir 
•George Treby then agrees with the Chief Juftice, that it was fat 
'the Juiy to determtne whether the evidence of conipiriog to 
•raife an infurrection and rebellion in the kingdom, and tofeixe 
'tfie King's guards does or does not prove a compaffing of the 
Xing's deaths he admits that it is not Treafon in law, biit it 
tnay be evidence of compaffing the King's death, if the Jury 
i&ink proper to draw that conclufioik He goes on-o^^ far. if 
.;.:'. *.. . ' ' "*= "^ Ac 
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•^ the evidence comes Aort of the indictmeht, they cannot finfl 
•* It to be a true charge, but 'when the Jury has found it, their 
" verdict does pafs for the truth — we are bound by the verdict' 
** as well as your Lordftiip. We are to go by what the 
^ Jury have found, not by the evidence riiat was laid, before 
« them.'v* 

So, you fee,. it is plain, in this cafe, from die direftion given 
by Lord Chief Juftice Pemberton, in fumming up; and from 
the recapitulation of that fumming up, if I may b caJl it, by 
Sir George Treby, when Lord Ruflel was brought up for judg- 
ment, that die point for the Jury is, whether the overt ad, 
hid in the fiibfequent part of the indictment, proves the Trea- 
fon laid in the former part of the indictment, namely, the com- 
paffing the King's death. I never will ftand up to contend that 
there are not many acts- of this fort ftated in my Lord Ruffel's 
cafe, from which an honeft Jury ought always to find that die 
prifoner did compafs die King's death. I think there was in 
that cafe, fuppofing the fact to be proved diat he meant to raifc 
mfurrection and rebellion in the State againft the King, and 
that he meant to fei^e the ^ards of the King, I think that 
was ftrong. evidence to go to the Jury, that his attempt aimed 
at the King's life, and I cannot blame them for finding die 
verdict that diey did, yet fWl it was with diem. 

Gentlemen, having fhtted what I conceive to be die law upoti 
dus fubject, and arifing from that what the points are for your 
confideration, I will fbte to you now the charge, which has 
been attempted in evidence, to be brought againfl die prifoner ; 
I have fbtcd it before, but, in order to render myfelf inteDi- 
gible, I will (hortly rq)eat it — ^it is, " that he con^red to pro- 
** cure a Convention," Which Convention, when met, Was to 
overturn the Government, to depofe the King, and to put him to 
death. To a certain point we are agreed— we agree diat he 
did hold confultadons for the purpofe of calling a Convendon-— 
die point u^ which we diflFer is the purpofe fbrwhidi diat 
Conrendon was to be called, and it is for my learned friends 
who are of Counfel for the Crown, before they can bring this 
charge home upon the pnfym to prove erne or odier of thefe 
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two things, eidier that a Convention cannot be called for anjr 
other but treafonable purpofes, or to prove, in fed, that tbii^ 
Convention was called for the purpofe of procuring the depofi- 
tion of the King, and thereby his death ; they mufl; prove one 
or other of thefe two things. Now the firft it is impoffible to 
prove — to affert that a Convention, or Meeting of Delegates 
from different fets of people, cannot be called together but for 
treafonable purpofes, would be abfurd, and no fuch thing can 
pafs from the mouth of either of my friends. You have heard 
of many, many Conventions that have been called;, there woe 
two Conventions in Scotland, they were not proved indeed, 
but witneffes did fpeak of them, and their legality was never 
queftioned. 

Lvrd Chief Jufiice Eyre. Is it very fair to allude to them ? 

Mr. Gthhs. I allude to them merely as Ihewing that Convow 
tions maybe called for lawful purpofes. 

Then the next thing to be confidered is, whether the At- 
torney General has proved that this Convention was called for 
that fpeciiic unlawful purpofe which he has flated^ namely, ta 
depofe the King, (for that is the gift of the caufe) and thereby 
to compafs his death — ^they undertake to prove this; we, on die 
other hand fay, that the Convention was meant to be called for 
lawful purpofes ; — ^we fay that the prifonpr at the bar,, and Aofc 
whom he afted with, believed that corriq)tion had found its way 
into the State, and was making large ftrides in it ; that he b^ 
lieved this corruption was occafioned, encreaiec^ and continued 
by. the long duration of Parliaments, and by the unequal repre- 
fentation of the people in the .Houfe of Commons ; that if thefe 
defers could be reformed, all would be well ; he knew, and thqf 
knew that a petition to Parliament would not produce the end 
which they wifhed to procure, becaufe many of their petitions 
had been, I may almoft fay contumelioufly, rejededj. they 
thought, therefore, that it lay upon them, as good citizens, to find 
fome other means by which they might efeft what they conceived 
to be a lawful purpofc > and they believed that if the general opi- 
nion of the people was for this reform, and if that general opinioii 
could bfi made known to Parliament, that Parliament^ though it 
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had reje<£led the feparate petitions of individuals, would yet at* 
tend to the general opinion properly conveyed to them; diey 
few no other way of conveying this opinion to Parliament^ but 
by calling together a Convention of Delegates fent from dif- 
ferent parts of the Country, by the voice of which Delegates 
they might firft colleft whether this was, or was not, die ge- 
neral wifh of the people, and if it was fo, that they might by the 
feme voice communicate this general wifh to Parliament. This 
they profeffed, and there can be no doubt that this the language 
of their refolutions imports. 

On the other hand, the Gentlemen who are of Counfel for 
the Crown fay that all this was mere pretext — you did not think 
that there was corruption in the State ; you did not think that 
that corruption arofe from the unequal reprefentation of the 
people in the Houfe of Commons, and the long duration of 
Parliament ; you did not think that thjs reform, which you fpeak 
of, would produce a remedy — ^you had other views, and we take 
upon ourfelves to prove that you had them. Certainly it does 
lie upon them to prove thefe other purpofes, and as the lan- 
guage of our refolutions imports that our intentions were inno- 
cent, unlefs they can (hew from pofitive and diredl proof, from 
that plain, direft, and manifeft evidence which Lord Ccke fays 
is neceflary in all cafes of Treafon, that the prifoner, and thofe 
with whom he was concerned, did endeavour to brix^ about a 
revolution in the State, and hurl the King from his throne by 
means of this Convention, it is impoflible that you can find 
him guilty of the>*arge that is now brought againft him» 

Gentlemen, there are two parts of the propofition which, in 
point of fad):, the Counfel for the Crown feel it neceflary to 
make out. In the firfl place, they fay we will prove there was 
a general plot in the kingdom for eiFeding this purpofe, that is 
for efFeding the depofition of the King. In the next place, we 
will prove that the prifoner, with others, was an ador in this 
plot, and is implicated in the crime in \riiich they are all im- 
plicated* Now you will recollecEl: that for the fake of making 
out that firfl part of their propofition, which brings no guilt to 
the mind of the prifoner-— 'Which {hews dq ixitentioa of bis t9 
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brmg ^tbout tSut'\ir&Ich is imputed to iht others; theyliaVe xlo|J 
QHuiy qajMxmny members of all thefe Societies, but have proved 
ev€ry thimg diat ever was done or declared by any member 
eiKiher of the Conftrtudonal Society, the Correfponding Society, 
or 9ny meaftbcra of any odier Society that ever corresponded 
widi either of thefe Societies ; that they by is for the purpofe of 
proving the general plot. This would not be evidence a» 
againft the prifoner individually, biit this it is neceiTary for 
them to go dirough, in ordear to make out the Hrft part of 
their propontion, that there did really exift a general plot in Ae 
kingdom, for the purpofe of dcpofing the King, and afterwards 
they iendeavour to Ihew you that the prifoner was concerned in 
thilt plot; tjjis you fee does not touch the prifoner, without 
proof that he was concerned in what they call the general 
plot. 

Now, Gentletpcn^ diis certainly does lay us under caifi- 
derable hardfbips. I told you before, and I am fure you wiU 
afterwiards hear from his Lordfhip, that nothing of this fpecics 
of evidence, whi^h is not brought home perfonally to the pri- 
soner, ought to afFe<9t him perfonally j that it goes only to prove 
the cxiftence of a plot, and yet how difficult is it for us who 
ftaiid as Counfel for the prifoner ; how difficult for you who 
are the arbiters of his fate; how difficult for the Court, who 
yet will do it better than either of us can, to diftinguifli die 
feparate parts of this evidence, to fay what tends only to prove 
the general plot, and what to affeft the prifoner perfonally ! 

The difficulty upon us infuperable, not frem the nature of 
the thing, but from the extent of the evidence into which we 
were carried ; for I declare that with all the diligence which I 
have been able to ufe, and with all the time which the indulgence 
of the Court has granted me, I feel it utterly, impoffible, in my 
own min4 to feparate them,^ and, therefore, it is impoffiUe ibr 
me to ftate where the line of diftin<5liQn lies. If my learned 
friends, who conducted the profecution, had iirft finifhed Aeir 
general evidence, and had then gone to that which was to bing 
it home to the prifoner, we might to a certain degree have beca 
i»ble to diftinguifh it, but as the cafe la, they have jumbled ai| 
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together, fometimes a piece of evidflnce is oSkrei ft> tfie;gen^ 
plot, then fomething that aiFects.the prifoner fucceeds it; fome- 
times a man from Sheffield, fometimes a man from one Society, 
fometimes from another, fometimes a letter produced froqi one tf 
the Societies, fometimes from another, and fometimes from fi 
third, I find it utterly impoffible, in my own mind, fo to 
ieparatc them as to lay before you any plain Um of diftinction 
which you could lafely purfue, I muft content myielf^ there^ 
fore, with ftating generally what appears to me thetendeqcy of 
the evidence by which they have endeavoured to flicw that tiicre 
pciftcd this general plot, and alfo that the prifoner.;.was CQncer»* 
ed in it* ... 

In the firil place numberlefs papers have been produced to 
you, in which you find V'cry violent and very improper cxs» 
preffipns and refolutions* I admit that they aj:e higMy repro* 
henAble; it is not for me to (ay whether they are, or are no% 
criminal, becaufe it is not my duty at prefent t^ conteiKl whev 
(her they fall under any crime but ^at <^ High Trea^n; bu( 
it is the duty of my learned friends to point out that any of thefe 
refolutions, picked from the monftrous ohaos of papers, tha( 
^y^have produced on this occ^ion, amount to an ^ct of High 
Treafon, The point you have to try in this cafe, is whether 
|hey amount tp an act v^hich had fpc its object to depose the 
}Jang, and thereby to deftrpy him* That the expreffions are 
improper, neither my learned friend nor I ever would deny$ 
certainly they are hjghly fo — ^no man of fcnfe — np man of reafqn 
f-nno man of decency would ftand up to defend all thefc: refof 
lutions, or to defend expreffions that are to be found in many 
of the papers, but they are not High Treafon, and that is the 
qiieftion that you have to tr)jj^ they may fhew an indecent and 
irritsUed difpofition in the minds of thofe who wrote them ; but 
they (}o not bring thaf guilt home to the prifoner of which he i$ 
now accufed| that of confpiring with others to fubvert the 
State and depofe the Kir^, and thereby to efifect his death. 

If we are to confider thefc papery, let us take them all ; let 
fhat which makes for the prifoner be taken, as well as that which 
Aiakes againft himi the Cpunfel for the Crowi^ fay that the 
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'f^emt hsA no intention to bring about Annual Parlisimentil 
pi Univerial Suffrage, that it is all a pretence. 

Gentlemen, look at the papers which will be fummed upbjr 
my Lord, when the Solicitor General has gone through his 
reply, and you will And them full of thefe declarations } you will 
find the complaint is of tht corruption of the prefent Houfe of 
Commons 5 you will find that the caufe of that complaint is 
always flatpd to be the partial reprefentation of the people in that 
Houfe; you will find that the objects fought by the prifoner^ 
and thpfe with whom he aAed, were annual parliaments and 
univerfal fuffrage, fiJly I think, and I dare fay you think ifor- 
but yet it is the exprelHon and opinion of many people wifer 
than he (I would not have ufed thefe exprefHons if the noble 
•Duke ha4 not left the Court) — it does, I fay, appear to me folly, 
but then when thefe opinions are thus promulgated, that which 
is folly macjr reafonably be fupppfed to find its way into the mind 
f>f a fhoe-maker. 

i^npther topic which was urged upon the prifoner flrongly, in 
the opening, was, that french Urms were continually ufed in die 
refolutions ; and therefore it was fuppofed that Mr. Hardy, and 
thofe with whom he SMSted, wifhed to introduce into this country, 
all that anarchy which had been produced in France, by thofe 
who ufe the fame terms, — I leave you to judge how material that 
obfervation is againft the prifoner, when I ftate to you, that we, 
^meaning to have proved the origin of one of thefe terms, in 
order to £hew that it was not derived from the French, were tdd 
that the evidence was inadmiiTible ; — that it fignificd nothing to 
the caufe, whether it was derived from the French, or the Scotch, 
becaufe it was no part of your bufinefs to colled, from words, 
whether the prifoner is guilty, or not, of a fe<ft charged upon 
him ; therefore you may difmifs from your minds all obfervation 
upon the ufe of terms, when we were ready, to prove, that a t^rm 
they call a French one is an Englifh one. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. If you mean any thing that fell 
from the Court to that effeft, I rather think you mifunderftood 
^e Court. 
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Mr. Gtbbs. My argument upon that fubje£i: was couchej 
%n a word ; — I faid, we offer this evidence to fhew, that a Con- 
vention wa$ held in Scotland, before the time we held diis. 

Lord Chief yuflice Eyre. There was nothing faid of thofe 
terms that I am aware of. 

Mr. Gibbs. No; that is my reafoning upon the fubjeft. 

Lord Chief Jujiice Eyre. Nor was it ftated, that thefe terms 
were u fed in that Convention. 

Mr. Gibbs. We meant to fliew, that the term, ^ Convention/* 
which diey infift to be of French origin, is not fo. Gentlemen) 
I fubmit to you, that my argument upon this fubjedl is a fair 
one^ and a conclufive one ; either the ufe of French terms is or 
is not material in this cafe, and is or is not to be argued upon.— • 
If it is to be argued in this cafe, that we approved of French 
.priiici|des, becaufe we have ufed French terms, then I infift^ 
tiiat it is competent to me to (hew, that a term which we have 
ufed, and which they have faid to be French, is £nglij(h, or i^ 
Scotch, becaufe thereby I get rid of the preffure of that term.-^— 
If, on the other hand, it be not open to me to (hew, that terms 
iriudi are ufed by the prifoner, and thofe with whom he a&ed, 
and that are faid to be French, are Englifli, or are Scotch, then 
I am fure it cannot be open to Gentlemen, on the other fide, to 
contend, that we are to be fuppofed, by the ufe of French terms, 
to have adopted French ideas, becaufe the efFe<St of thefe two 
decifions would be this, that the counfel for the profecution may 
argue againft the prifoner, from certain fa<£ls, which the prifoner, 
though he knows them to be falfe, fhall not be permitted to 
controvert. This cannot, furely, be fupported, and therefore 
all arguments arifing from the ufe of French terms muft, as it 
appears to me, be excluded from the caufe. 

Another thing imputed to us is, that we approve the French 
Revolution. — Certainly the prifoner at the bar, and certainly 
many of thofe with whom he a£ted, did highly approve of the 
French Revolution ; — it was likely that they fhould approve of 
the French Revolution, in its origin, becaufe they were Englifli-. 
pen, and becaufe they were Freemen, and becaufe the original 
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fi^loSt of that Revolution was, to give to Slaves, the Freedooi 
yrhich we enjoy here. What was more likely to catch the ear, 
to catch the mind of an EngUfhman, than that a nation, which 
had certainly been in a ftate of abjedi: Slavery for centuries paft, 
was reftored to that Freedom to which they were entitled by 
nature ? I know it will be urged, againft m^ tfaat^ after that 
period was paft, (I fpeak of the origin of the French Revolution,) 
after z6is of enormity, which no rational man Qah approve o^ 
had taken place in France, that they ilill approve generally of 
|he Frendi Revolution s but it was not thefe a£):s, but the Revo- 
lution in general, to which their approbation vfQnti and hp* 
poiing that, under all the then exifling circHmftances in France^ 
ihey had expreiled a general approbation of the French Revo* 
lution, ajddthe ftate of things, as they the^ exifted in France, it 
it to be inferred, from thence, that they wifhed ^e fame thing U^ 
take place in England? Did the fame nece^ty lie vppa ufi 
jBS upon Fr^ce? Were we an afflidled and oppreiTed people? 
Had we any reafon to complain of an over-bearing Nobilitj^ 
whoi^ rights were inconfiftent with the general Liberty of the 
People ? Had we any reafon to complain of the oppreifions of tb^ 
Crown, or of the Royal Family ? Do you find, from the 
beginning to the end of the evidence, a fmgle complaint of tfaal( 
fort? 

You find, in many inftances, they fpeak of the King, and the 
hereditary Nobility of this country, as intitled to reverence anj 
refpe£l. — ^Was it fo in France ? Were the King and Nobility of 
that country entitled to the reverence and refped of tixQ fubje& 
of France, as the King and Nobility of this country are eiatitled 
to die reverence and refpe<St of the people here ?-r-No; — far othcr^ 
wife; it is not therefore to be fuppofed, that, bccaufcthde men 
approved of the Revolution in France, they approved of the late 
9,&s of violence that have been committed upon the perfoms of 
feveral of the Nobility of that Country ? It is not to be prefumed 
againft the prifoner, that he mesMis to overturn the Goveriunen^ 
of diis Country, and to bring about the deftru&ion of the Kinfii 
becauie, forfooth, perhaps, with a mjfiiuderflanding of the fi^bjed^ 
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lie has exprefTed an approbati<m of the French. Revolutlcm^ 
even at a time when a m9re reafonable man would iK>t hav^ 
done it ? 

. But^ more than that, wifhes of uniomwith France had beeil 

exprefled. — Why, Gentlemen, what man is there, who, if it 

could be accompliihed with fafety to this coimtry, would not 

wifli for an union with France, rather than fuch a war as the 

prefent? This was their objeft, as it wiU appear y/hsn you 

hear the evidence fummed up by his Lordfhip, from what I 

remember of a letter, which contains fome refolutions addreiTed 

from one fociety to another. — ^I believe the refolution for ad- 

drei&ng the National Convention of Fraiice ; — the motive which 

a&uated them is ftated there to be, to prevent the calamities ef 

war. Surely, Gentlemen, we have feen enough o^ this war U» 

conclude, that, if diefe calamities could have been prevented, it 

would have been wifdom to have prevented them« The prifoner 

may have judged ill upon that occafion ; Aofe with whom he 

Si&ed may have judged ill; the war may have been a juft and 

neceilary one ; I have nothing to do with diat ; but fiill you 

znuft allow, tliat a contrary opinion might have been enter* 

tained ; and if experience has fhown that the war was calamitous, 

and there were circumftances exifting, at that time, from which 

it might poilibly be forefeen, that it would be calamitous; if an. 

opinion could poiSbly be entertained, front the then exifting 

fa<9:s, that we might have kept out of the war, furely you will 

not fay, that the prifoner is guilty of High Treafon for expref&ng 

a wifii, that an union might take place with France, when he 

declares, that his reafon for entertaining that wiih was, that a 

war which has turned out to be calamitous, might be avoided. 

The remarks which have been made on the Addrefs to the 
National Convention are open to the fame anfwer.- 

Then the infertion of Roland and Barrere*s fpeeches is 
attempted to be fixed upon Mr. Hardy; and mark how wide he 
ftands from it; there is a refolution, at a meeting of the fociety, 
that certain fpeeches, in the French lai^uage, from a French 
liewfpaper> ihould be inferted in dieir books, and they never are 
4(»fer|ed, 
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t Do you thkik, that that Shoemaker underftands French^ 
Do you think, that that Shoemaker ever read the Moniteur? 
Can you believe that, at the time when that pafled, he could 
have any idea of what were the ccmtcnts of thefe fpeeches ?— 
Not that I admit, by any means, that, if the faft were proved 
tipon him; if he were the perfon who made that motion, that 
it proves any thing in this caufe. What does it amount to ? 
That he/wiihed to have communicated to the members of this 
ibctety, what the reafons were upon which thofe who were 
deflrous of bringing about that calamitous event in France, 
aSed; if he. thought thofe reafons were convincing; if he 
thought they ought to be followed up by an execution of die 
defign ; diough I fhould differ from him moft unqueftionably, 
yet I am far from thinking, and I am fure you will be far from 
thinking, that it is to be inferred from thence, that he compaifed 
the death of his own King. What has the ftate of France to 
do with England ? What were the grounds of accufation 
againft the King of France ? A Conftitution had been received 
in the country, of which the King was a part ; the accufation 
againft the King was, that he had violated that Conftitution;— 
perhaps he was in the fame fituation there, in which James the 
Secortd was here. 

I do not fay that the prifoner might not be mifguided ; I do not 
fey that thofe by whom he was advifed, or with whom he a6ted, 
might not have mifled him ; but even if he had read the fpeeches 
himielf, if he had himfelf entered the refolutions on the book in 
Englifh, I do infift that it does not furnifli a prefumption that 
he corapaffed the death of the King of England. The circum- 
ftances of that nation and this are widely dilFerent. — Thank 
God! the King of England lives in the hearts of his fubje£b; 
there is no accufation againft him that he has violated die Con- 
ftitution of this Countrjr ; he has by his public and private vir- 
tues deferved and acquired the afFecSiions of his fubje£ts ; — fo I 
think, fo you all think, and (b the prifoner thinks. And it would 
be monftrous cruelty to Impute to him a deiign againft the life 
of the King of England, becaufe, under certain circumftances, he 
wlfticd to have publifhed to a fociety of people, the roafoni 
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«pon which certain perfons in France thought it right to bring 
their King to a calamitous end. 

It is faid, that the prifoner, and thofe with whom he adled"^ 
muft have intended by aflembling this Convention to a<5t with 
force againft the Government, becaufe, forlboth, they had re- 
folved that they would no longer petition Parliament. Now, it 
leems to me, that that refolution naturally preceeded the calling 
together fuch a Convention as I have ftated the prifoner in- 
tended to call, and as I infift he might legally call. If the peti« 
tions of individuals had obtained from Parliament that which it 
was their objeft to obtain by calling this Convention, then the 
calling the Convention would be unneceflary ; but it was be-» 
caufe the petitions of feparate individuals had been rejeded, and 
becaufe the prifoner, and thofe with whom he a£^ed, thought 
that the voice of the people might be raifed louder dian by pe- 
titions of individuals, and that then it would be beard: it was 
for that reafon that he meant to call this Convention ; the ob* 
je6l of the Convention was to petition Parliament in a different 
form, aild in voice that was more likely to be heard by them, in 
a voice which, he fuppoied, would be that of the majority of the 
people of England. 

Gentlemen, you heard read to you that which I fliall have 
occafion to ftate more at large hereafter: the proteft of that 
great conftitutional lawyer. Lord Camden, together widi thirty- 
two other Peers, againft the negative put upop a motion for a 
Committee to enquire into the Expenditure of the Public 
Money. — From thence they might have learned that there is a 
great difference between a petition from feparate individuals and 
the voice of die people fpeaking in affociations; and you will 
learn from thence likewife, that, in the opinion of Lord Camdeo, 
fuch affociations where legal ; mark the words of this proteft :— . 
" And, however, fome may affeft to be alarmed as if fuch aflo- 
•* ciations tended to difturb die peace, or encroach upon the de- 
** legated power of the other Houfe ; we are perfuaded it lias no 
^ other view but to colleft the fenfe of the people, and to inform the 
^ whole body of the Reprefentatives what are the fentiments of 
^ tjbe whole body of their. conftituents,- in which refped their 
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• proceedings liavc been orderly, peaceable, and conftitutional} 
^ and if it be a(ked, what further is to be done if thefe petitions 

• arc rejeded f the beft anfwer is, that the cafe cannot be fiip- 
^ poied; for, although, upon a few feperate petitions it may 
^ be iairty faid, that the other Houfe ought not to be decided by a 
^ part only of their conftituents, yet it cannot be prefumecf Aey 

* will afl: in defiance of the united wiflies of the whole people, 
^ (M* indeed of any great or notorious majority." 

- Why thcH, Gentlemen, after private petitions have befli 
received and rejeSed, it Is lawful for the people to aflfociate (oc 
the purpofe of obtaining that which Parliament alone- can give to 
ihcm, and fuch affociations are, (I am ufing the language of 
Lord' Camden, as great a conftitutional lawyer as ever lived) 
iiich aflbciationS are legal and conftitutional ; and this is a legal 
■and conftitutional method of collefting the voice of the peopH 
iuid of carrying it to the ear of Parliament. 

- ' The next general topic of argument that was infifted upon by 
the Attorney General, and the head of evidence that he went • 
'into was, I think, the proceedings of Mr. Hardy, and thofewith 
•whom he was concerned in the Scotch Convention. He began 
with the inftruSions that were given to the Delegates, whom 
they fent to that Convention, and the article which he relies on 

•as Ihewing tiiat the prifoner is guilty of the charge brought 
-againft him, was the feventh, in which it is ftated " That it b 

* the duty of the people to refift any aft of Parliament rcpug- 
•* nant to the original principle of the conftitution, as would 
•* be every attempt to prohibit aflbciatbns for the purpofe of 
« reform.'* 

I certainly difagree with him in that ; I certainly think that 
Aat was an improper refolution, but it is not an aft of High 
Treafon j fuppofe a particular aft of Parliament, obnoxious t0 
the public is refitted, fuppofe men rife in bodies to refift it, fup-* 
-pofe they raife an infurreftian in the country to refift it, Aat i^ 
High Treafon ; but cenfpiring to raife an infurre£tion for tf»^ 
purpofe of refifting fuch an aft is not High Treafon. — So the law i^ 
cxprefsly ftated by Lord Chief Juftice Holt, in Sir John Freind*^ 
cafe, his words are f 4 St. Tr. 625J " If perTons doal&mble^icilt'' 
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^ £(Wes and aA with force in oppofition to fome law which the^ 
-^ diink Inconvenient, and hope thereby to get it repealed^ 
^ this is l/evying a war and treafon, thsugh furpcfing and ie^ 
^ fig^^g <^ '^ n^/yj. So ifrtien they endeavour in great numbers 
^ with force to make fome reformation of their own heads, 
••* without purfuing the methods of the law, Aat is a levying ¥rar 
^ and Treafon, hnt tie furpcfing and defining it is nvtfi** 

Why then. Gentlemen, if confpiring to raife an infurreAion 
againft an exifting law, and to refift the operation and execution 
4rf that law be not High Treafon, a fortim^ a refoludon^ to op- 
pofe, if it {hall be palTed, a law which at prefent has no ex« 
iftence^ cannot be High Treafon, 

The prifoner, Mr, Hardy, is a Member of the London 
Correfponding Society, and thofe who a^ted with him are <»ily 
affi^&ed by the Scotch Convention, as hx as that Convention 
a(Eled under their authority, or with dieir approbation; as £u: 
as they a£bed under their authority— they are not affefted by 
any thing but this refolution. When the Ccmvention met 
they came to fome refolutions which I do not find myfelf inte* 
refted upon this occafion to defend any farther than this, that 
4iey certainly are not overt a£b of High Treafon ; to them die 
fiune anfwer apf^ics as applies to &i8 refolution ; they do not 
amount to any con(piracy for the purpofe of raifing or levying a war 
againft the King's perfon, nothing like it \ and, therefore, though 
'^bey are iach as a quiet and reafonable man would difapprove9 
jct they are not fuch as amount to the crime of High Treafon. 
•I beg you always, Gendemen, to hold it in your minds that the 
HfUdUon you have to try is, whether the prifoner, and thofe per-» 
-'fixRS, wkh whom he was concerned, meant to call this Convention 
•fcr die purpofe of overturning Ae Grovemment, and thereby 
4lepoftng and deftroying the King, Now you will not find 
^throughout the whole courfe of diefe proceedings any evidence 
teftifying diat intent; you will find ftrong language ufed in 
letters diat are written^ very ftrong, perhaps— ftrong refolu^ 
tionSy but none of diem amount to a proof of die crime with 
mrhidl he is diarged^ nor does it appear to me^ however 
dimiaal dicj weve, diat he' ought to be charged with any of the 
^ > "5 '*^ 



a£b of that Convention, none of dxem wete High Treaibn nfli ( 
.doubtedly. 

, But how do they endeavour to fix them upop Mr* Hvdy 
and thofe with whom he a&ed? merely by ihewirg that wheft 
irritated at the fete of their Delegates, whom they had fent dier«^ 
^uid at that which they were told, from high authority, wast 
horrid and unjuftifiable judgment againft them, they pafied ffmut 
violent, I will fay, indecent refolutions upon the fubje(%. 

Something is due to the human mind in that ftate ; you will not 
be extreme to mark what is amifs in a cafe of this fort; ]rou n^ 
look to the intention and fee if any thing is proved againft Ail 
prifoner^ which can bring home to his mind the criminal aift 
charged upon this indiAment, and unlefs you find fome one aft 
which furni(hes plain dire<3: and manifeft proof, in the wor^ 
of Lord Coke, of a confpiring to overturn the Government and 
depofe the King, you will caft out of your mind fuch expreffimy 
as I am alluding to, and you will find, however, you may dif- 
approve of his conduft in fome refpefts, that he is not guilty -of 
that high crrime which is now imputed to him. 

It is faid (I think it is not fupportable in law) that theie D&* 
legates who met in Convention in Scotland were guilty of High 
Treafon, and that therefore Mr. Hardy, who was one of a 
Society who fent Delegates, and who might approve the 
proceedings that paiTed there, that he alfo is guilty of Higji 
Treafon. I cannot bring myfelf to believe that it was really thought 
that the proceedings q{ the Convention in Scotland broug^ 
the crime of High Treafon home to thofe who afTented to die4 
here; becaufe I cannot under ftand how the confpiring here 40 
do that can be High Treafon which was not High Trea^ in 
thofe who did the thing in Scotland. You know very well, Gc»" 
tlemen, that the Delegates, who fat in that Convention) weie 
profecuted ; but they were not profecuted for High Treafon, kit 
for a mifdemeanor. The Lord Juftice Clerk had the fame evftx 
dence before him on that fubjedl that you have now ^ if it had 
been High Treafon he would have done that which it was his 
duty to do; he would not have tried the priibner^ for a mifile* 
meanor — he would hav« . told the Jury, oa tfae^ fif ft trials 
I «htt 



( "3 ) 

4liat they muH: find die prifoner not guilty of die mifde* 
meaner, becaufe his offence was of a greater magnitude; 
and a perfon muft not be brought to trial for a mifdemeanor 
trhen die faA^ amount to proof of a higher crime. What 
I Jay upon thi^ fubjed i^ law, his Lordfhip will tell you foy 
that if a man be indicted for a crime of a lower defcription, and 
Upon the trial the eviddice goes to prove that he was guilty 
df one of a higher defcription^ he cannot in law be convided of 
that crinieofa lower defcription ; and therefore I have the au- 
diority of the Court of Jufticiary in Scotland ; the authority of 
-Ifaofe who inftituted and conduced thofe profecutions for mif- 
demeanor only) to (ay that the meeting of the Scotch Convention, 
ibe a&$ of the Delegates (I am not fpeaking of Downic and 
Watt, they were not conncded with them] were not High 
Treafim^ and, therefore, the confpiring here to bring about 
iiide ads could not be fo. 

Gendemen, thefe appear tb me to be the general obfervations 
arifing out of the mafs of evidence^ with which we are loaded 
in this caufe, and from which the CoUnfel for the Crown would 
perfuade you to believe, diat the prifoner, and thdfe with whom 
he a£bdj have been guilty of High Treafon. I come now to the 
parol evidence^ and I beg again and again to bring to your re- 
Colledion that the queftion upon this part of the cafe is, whedier 
the prifoner in confpiring to call together this Convention 
meant to depofe the King : — ^I come now to that parol evidence* 
by which the Crown has endeavoured to fupport this pofition' 
Aat the dired objecl of all thefe Societies was to drive the King 
from his dirone, and thereby to compafs his death. 

The firft two witnefles, whom they called upon this fubjeil, 
were two men from Sheffield, Carnage and Broomhead, they 
are witnefles for the Crown, and therefore their evidence is un- 
impeachable as far as it makes for us moft certainly* They 
are called to prove that preparations were made to fupport mea- 
fiires of violence by which this Convention was to carry its pro- 
jects into execution; for you know, Gentlemen, to fuppofe that 
a Convention was to be called that were to aft with force againft 
the whole body of the Government and to depofe the King, 
Vot. IV. I an4 
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«id not to fheW that that Convention was furnillied with Cdmet 
thing like adequate means to cfEc& that intention, would be sin 
furd and nonfenfical. 

They found it incumbent upon them^ therefore^ to lay before 
you proof that the prifonqr, and thofe with whom he a6ledy had 
prepared means for fupporting this Convent^pn by force agaioft 
the whole armed body of the Governments Fbr this purpofe Afsf 
csdl Carnage and Broomhcad, and certainly they both do prove 
fome of the faAs, at leaft, which the Crown called them ta 
prove ; — they proved that fome pikes Were prepared at Sheffield^ 
I admit it — butliow does the b6i oomQ out upon their crofr* 
examination i What was the purpofe for which thefer pikes were 
•prepared ? Watch the account that the witncITes for the Cfown 
who were called before you to tell yon all the truth, and wliofe 
evidence you muft attend to^ as far as it makes for the prifioaflri 
as well as againft him, and muft give equal credit to it, foe ifae 
rcafon they give for making thefe .pike« ; they fay they iHtre 
made by a party to whom they, the witnefles, belong, becaufe 
they had grdiUid, juft and r(si(bnable ground to appnehend tbft 
they fhould themfelves be attacked by the oppofite party. Broom^ 
head had been bciet in his houfe; inflammatory hand^tUt 
had been fent abroad ; a gun had been fired under the door pf 
one of their houfes, and tiiat gun had been fired by a member 
of an armed body, who were of political fcntiments oppofite to 
the Society, Then what becomes of the line of evidence which 
is direfted by the Crown to this obje£t ; namely, to fhew that 
the prifoner, and thc^fe who a£l:ed with him, had been ccmfpiriog 
with the people at SheiHcld to procure, pikes for the purpofe ofS^ 
porting this Convention, when it fhould bft called againft Ac 
whole power of the Government of this country. They had 
prepared pikes, but their own witnefTes tell you why they hKi 
prepared them; they had prepared them bccaufe their perfom, 
their houfes, and their lives were not fafe ; they had a£hially been 
attacked, their houfes afTailed, and inflammatory hand-bills had 
been circulated round the town, inviting people to attack dieoi 
i>y force, and they thought they might legally do that which 
thejF will never be told they may not legally doy that wfaea ft- 
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^cked they may repel force by foice, and may make prepara^ 
tien for fuch reftftance, if they liave reafon to expe^ an 
attache. 

The late hiftory of this Country fcews how neceflary this 
fneafure was^ and fome inftances which I fiiall ftate, fliew to 
•how good purpofes fwch force may be applied* We hav-c fiat 
-forgot 4Ji€ calamities of DoAor Prieftley at Birmingham; \nse 
know that -there a mob, becaufe they happened to dtflrer from 
Irim and (bme friends of his in poiitical opinions, befet his 
iioufe^ ^nd rafed It to the ground^ woidd jt not have been lawful 
for Do£lor Prieftley upon that ocea^on to have oppofed that 
force, and to have prepared for it, if he had focefeen it ? Then 
Wsts k not lawful for thcfc people, when they had notice from 
ihe oppofite party that ^they Ihould be attacked ; when they, had 
ft£tuaHy in fome inftances been attacked; when inflammatory 
hand-bills had been lent round the town for the .purpofe of ex^ 
citing people to attack them, was it then unlawful in them to 
firepare the means of defence againft fuch an attack, and ;how 
is -the preparation made by ^em of thefe arms for then: defence, 
to be cdnftrued into «n ^St' of High Treafon in 'Mr. Hardy i 
JBecaufe, truly, Mn Hardy beii^ a member of the Gorrefpondr 
Ing Society here^ has correfponded with a member of the Shef* 
ti<Ad Society, of which Society thefe men who had fo provided 
for the defence of their perfons and houfes, were members. 
^This is coming at Treafon, not by plain, dire& and manifeft: 
proofs ; not even by that by which Lord Coke fays it ought not 
tb be come at> by inferences, but cc»ning at it by £dfe and un- 
founded reafoning ; it is aftigning to one caufe what the evi- 
denee affcribes to another; it is attributing to thefe people a de- 
iign which they certainly had not, and which the witnefTes who 
proved the fad of their having the pikes ftate they had not^ 
Aercby to implicate in a fuppofed defign, which was never enter- 
toined by -thefe men, the prilbner,who had no fort of conne<Slion 
with them» 

Not only DoAor Prieftley was attacked at Birmingham, but 
Mr. Walker ^md other pecfons were attacked in^the fame manner 
at Manchefter. We know alfo that Mr. Dennifon at Notting- 
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ham was fb attacked, but havbg notice of It befof e bstndy tie 
did provide himfelf with arms to defend himfelf againft that at- 
tack; he ufed tbofe arms, he was the Mayor of Nottingham, 
the firft Magiftrate of the place, and two of the riotors iirix) 
attacked his houfe fell, and the inqueft upon that death found 
it juftifiable homicide. What would have been the &te of Mr. 
Dennifon, if he had not prepared himfelf with thofe mean& of 
defence->*«>his houfe would have been rafed to the ground^ 9 
DoStoT Prieftley's was, and another difgrace would have fallea 
upon this Country, by the deftru<Stion of the property of an Ja- 
. nocent man^ becaufe he had not the means of defending Umfilf 
againft. an illegal attack. 

Thefe inftances (hew not only the neceffity, but the lega% 
of providing arms againft fuch attadu, when we are fumiflMfl 
with means of forefeeing them. But, Gentlemen, not only da 
-they take off ^ eiFed from that fa6i which was proved on the 
ipart of the Crown, that pikes had been provided at She£Sield, but 
they prove fomething more. You obferve that all the membei^ 
of die Conftitutional and London Correfponding Societies, and 
the Societies at Sheffield are endeavoured to be implicated in a 
general plot to call a Convention for the purpofe of depofing the 
King, and upon that ground the declarations and ads of all 
.thofe people are received in evidence againft us; we have a 
right tlien to a(k them, when any of them are called here, what 
their views were; if their views were to call a Convention far 
the purpofe of depofing the King, fo far the plot is proved 
• Then what do the witneiTes fay? Camage and Broomheadaie 
called by the Crown, they fay they had no idea of attacking die 
King, or the Houfe of Lords ; they had no idea of any thing . 
but calling a Convention which might make known to the 
Houfe of Comnwns what was the general opinion of the pec^le; 
they had no idea of eJFeding the views of the Convention by 
force, but only by the progrefs of reafon; they meant to ooiUSt 
what was the general opinion of the people of the country, and 
if it fhbuld turn out to be the general opinion that this Refonn 
of Parliament ought to be effeded, then they believed^ and I 
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lielieve too, that the Houfe of Commons would liften to that opI« 
ilion fe fignified to them« 

Another witnefs whom they called is Widdifon* He comes 
from the fame place, and you will recoiled here tliat there had 
been given in evidence a letter from one Davifon of Sheffield to 
Mr. Hardy, ftadng what was true, that the patriots at Sheffield 
had provided themfelves with pikes for their defence j it is in- 
filled diat this defence was all a pretext, but when you come to 
hear die witnefTes for the Crown you fee that k was not a pre- 
text, diat Aere was real danger of an attack* This Davifon 
writes to Mr. Hardy informing him that the patriots had pro- 
▼idcd themfelves with pikes for their defence, and telling him 
where their friends in London might fupply themfelves with 
pikes, if they thought proper, for the fame purpofe. It is im- 
puted to Mr. Hardy that the receiving this letter 0iews ^t he 
meant to provide diis Convention, or thofe who were to aft 
vnder this Convention, with arms for die purpofe of fiippordng 
their pretenfions by force. It turns out diat this letter contains 
anodier letter to Norwich, which Mr, Hardy was defired to 
forward ; both the letter to Mr. Hardy, and the letter for Nor- 
wich, remained in Mr. Hardy's pofTeffion from April 26th to 
the 1 2th of May, when they were feized ; he does not fend that 
ktter to Norwich, and he never mentions to his divifion that he 
had received fuch a letter; he never proppfes to any of them to 
fiimilh themfelves with arms. What then is die fiur condu-r 
Son to be drawn from thefe fafts ? Yqu were in danger at 
Sheffield, and you provided yourfdves with pikes there, and 
you did right in doing fo; but we do not yet feel diere is the 
fime danger in London } we do not bejieve that we fhall be 
attacked; therefore Mr. Hardy takes no notice of this commiw 
nieation; he does not fend the letter to Norwich, nor ftate it 
to his divifion, or tq any of his friends in London, except in th^ 
ihfbnce I (hall mention prefently. I (ay he took no ftep upon 
It, becaufe he is defired to addrefs any anfwer to one Moody at 
Sheffield, who is afterwards called as a witnefs by the Crown, 
and who fwore pofitively that no letter from Mr. Hardy, or any of 
^C Society, ever ^axne to his hands; a qonclufive proof that 
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tiothing was dcme by Mr. Hardy, or any of his Society, at leaft 
with his knowledge, upon that letter, and it is, therefore, coin 
duftve pfoof th^ he did not mean, upon a concert between him 
and Davifon, to ufe thefe arras which were provided at Sheffielc^ 
for the protedion imd defence of that Society, he did not mean 
to trfe diem againft the Government of the Country^ 
. Widdifon who is called alfo to this fa6i of the pikes, is ciab^ 
examined by us as to the purpofes of their inftitution ; he an4 
they all join m telling you their obje£t was only Parliamentary 
Rdorm^ that they wtflicd to obtain it by peaceable means ; thai 
they nbeant to call this Convention, not in order that they might 
opptofe the Government forcibly^ not in order that they migb( 
take upoii themfelves die ifun£tions of Parliament^ not that they 
might enforce their opinions by dint of arms, but merely that 
they might reprefene to the Houfe of Commons, what was the 
opinion of the majority of the people. 

Hilli ahothet witnefs^ alfo ftates the fame things; he proves 
they had the pikes, but he proves that they were provided fiwr 
the &me purpofe. Thfcn great reliance is placed upon the 
evidence of Edwards ; it is faid that Mr. Hardy did communi- 
cate this letter to Edwards, and furniftied him with the means 
of getting thefc pikes. Now how did he communicate it ta 
him— Edwards, a forward man, afks him (and it was publickly 
knowri that thefe people at ShefHeld had been thus befet, an4 
haS provided themfelves with thefe pikes, it was no ferret) £di* 
wards comes to Hardy smd aflcs him if he could give him the 
idiredlion to a perfon who made the pikes at Sheffield ; Hardy 
having this letter in his pocket, never having communicated it 
to a iiiiglc foul, for (if he had the profecutors would have known 
it, for they have had fpies upon him for thefe three years) being 
aiked by Edwards for a direcSlion to a man at Sheffield, he does 
give him that direction, and that is the only ufe Hardy ever 
makes of the letter he received from Sheffield, and he makes no 
ufe whatever of the enclofure to Norwich; Hardy did not want 
any of thefe pikes — how came Edwards to afk for them ?• Not 
from any communication he had with Hardy; he is the Crown's 
ivibieis> and vrtiat he fays on one fide muft. be believed, as well 
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BS what he &ys on ^e other ^ he bad it) he (ays, for the (Hirpcrfb 
of' defending himfelf, if illegally attackedr He fays great ii}-> 
fuLtS had been offered him^ and it was for diat purpofe only tha|r 
he defired a direction to this ma^^ He ma4e one for himfelf. 1$ 
Mr^ Hardy anfwerafcle for all his a<^ ? And if he were, what 
does this amount to i Entertaining, perhaps, a falfe idea of a 
danger that threatens him^ he chofe to provide himfelf with a 
pike, and tp advife two pr three o(her peribns to do the (ame 
things Is this evidence that can convince any res^onable mind, 
fx can go 9 flep towards convincing a man of common reafoii 
t}iat thefe pikes were procured by Mr, Hardy, and tho^ he 
9£kcd wifh, for the purpose of fupporting this Conation which 
was to be called, for 0)e purpole of refitting by force the whole 
Ignited military of thi^ kingdon^ and all the armed aflbciationi^ 
which have been raif^d inthe Country, Three dozen pikes in thQ 
hands of a few She^eld men» aind in the bands Qf a few others 
into whofe hands Mr. H^dy might hgve put fixty mufkets and 
idiree Freoch cafe knives, againft die whole army of £ngland» 
Now i^ that credible? Can ypu give ear to fuch ^ flory ? You 
obfenre this Coi^yention was to be called very foc^ : — Can yoi| 
^>elieve that men who really entertained in ffaeir minds an idea 
pf enforcing by dint of arms the a& qf thi$ Convention which 
yras juft aboiit to be ipalled would have taken 119 further fleps 
£ir providing diem^lveis with die means of fupporting them, 
(than three dozen of pikes, an order only, I think, for fixtj 
mufkets, and lei^ than'half a do^en of French p^e kniyes ? 

Gentlemen, my learned friend fuggefts to me a fa£t that fel| 
^om a witnefs to^y wh(^n I wa^ not in Cpurt, and I am very 
much o)^ged to him for it, as certainly it ftrengthens my pbr 
icrvation e^ptremely; he informs me that a witnefs being afked 
how many pikes they qould havc^ procured in Sheffield, if they 
had wanted them in the courfe of one day, tells you (hat they 
could haye procured tsn tfapu&nd. Why then, Gentlemen, it 
is no eiccufe diat though dieir wants might be large, the means 
of providing them were not fufEcie^tly large; they had nothing 
to dp but tx) fignify what the]^ W^lited, and if they had meant tp 
iupport dtts Conipendon by foree in Sheffield, in die mcfi: ^Kr 
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afit££led place, as my learned friend fays, itfaat exifted in ffie 
Country, they might have raifed an army of pikemen ; diat is, 
fuppofing they had numbers fufficient, into whofe hands dieji 
might have put them, they mi^t have provided ten thou£uid 
pikes in the courfe of a day; and yet this plan of arming for thc^ 
fupport of the Convention, which is ftated, I think, to have- 
commenced fo early as the year 1792, which continued from 
that time down to the 12th of May, 1794, this array preparing 
^inft the Government of the Country, though it might have 
been provided with ten thoufand pikes in the courfe of a dxff 
had for its fupport np more than three dozen of pikeii ; and I dq 
i^ot know whether it was an order, or only a converfation, about 
an order, for (ixty mqfketsfor the Lambeth AiTociation, and threo 
pr four French knives. The improbability ftares oie in the face* 
• If thefe people had the lyill, they had the means; and you 
are to try \i4iether they had thq will; you are to try whether it 
was die intention of thefe people to call this Convention, and 
then to 9i£k themfelves, through this Convention, by force of 
arms; now -if you find them making no preparation for diis, it 
you find them not prepared to attack a fingle company of Guards, 
if it refifted them ; it becomes incredible that they ihould enter- 
tain any fuch projeft; In moft cafes of projeft^ infurredion 
that we know from' hiftory, or collect from the State Trials, 
there is cither a party in the Country in arms to which the in- 
furgents cm immediately attach themfelves, or elfe diere arc 
preparations for the levying troops, which troops are to be 
coUef^ed, and to be formed into a body at the time that the 
confpirators themfelves are to rife ; but here there is a Conven- 
tion to meet immediately, and yet no proof of that, without which 
this indiiShnent cannot ftand for a moment, no proof of any 
levies on foot, nor any preparations for raifing that force widi 
which it is pretended the Convention was to aft. 

Gentlemen, another witne& whom they called is Samud 
Williams, and he is to prove not only that Mr. Hardy had pro- 
vided hirafelf with pikes to enforce the decrees of this Con- 
vention,, but alfo that he had embodied a file of mufketeers 
tofervcundcrit. Now what does thjit evidence amount to. 
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" Mr. Samuel Williams, who is a gun engraver, and by diat 
yaeans connected with gun finiths, ordered a pair of fhoes of 
Mr. Hardy at the end of the year 1793 ; he wifhed him to take 
a gim (this does not move from Hardy originally, but he afked 
Hardy to take a gun of him). Mr. Hardy is fuppofed to be a man 
vho had at this time in his mind a plan for overturning die 
Government by force, and for arming either this (convention 
itfel^ or arming an army to ad under this Convention, they 
were not then provided with arms ; if Mr. Hardy had any fuch 
intention as this in his mind he would have caught at the pro- 
polal immediately ; this is a £ur opportunity, as far as it goes, 
there can be no pretence to impute any tiling to me in buying 
this gun, but he refufes to purchafe it y it remiuns with him a 
fiirtnight before he can iind a chap for it ; at the end of that 
fortnight the man coming again, and ordering a pair of boots, he 
has then got him a cuftomer. Now is that the conduA of a man 
who had fuch a defign in his mind as this indi<S^ment imputes to 
the priibner ? for he muft have had it in his mind at this time, if 
at all, becaufe they fay that the confpiracy commenced before 
^Delegates were fent to the Scotch Convention; yet if Mr. 
Hardy had in his mind the arming a troop for the purpofe of 
fiipporting this Convention, furely he would have caught at the 
opportunity of providing himfelf with arms in this way, but he 
does not. A fortnight paffes before he could get rid of diis 
gun, and afterwards upon the importunity of this man, who was 
become his cuftomer, he gets off two or three more. 

TTicn Mr. Hardy is to be affefted with the bufinefs of Mr. 
Franklow's Lambeth Affociation, and Williams fays that Mr- 
Hardy recommended him to Mr. Franklow. — ^Why it is noto- 
rious diat Franklow had an Affociation, he made no fecret of it 
himfelf; thofe who belonged to his corps wore uniforms, he him- 
felf appeared publicly in this uniform at the dinner at the Globe 
Tavern. I know not whether the Affociation was a proper or 
an improper one, but certainly it was an open and avowed Aflb- 
ciation — probably Franklow, feeing the Country full of armed 
Affociations, chofe to have one of his own. Whether he had a right 



to do iti' ^ notj I dq not {ky^ but it certainly is not an'ad^ c]# 
High Treafon. Seeing that other people whom he thought 
jK> better affected than himfelf had raifed men, armed and 
drilled thein^ it was not unnatural that he (hould be defirous of 
doing the ^une, efpecially as he had been in tlie army before; 
a ibrt of efprit du £»rpf that might belong to my learned friend. 
I remember myfelf being in arms and a(Sling as a Lieutenant 
under him a| the time of the rio^s in the year 1780, and very 
proi^ we were of our arms, regimentals we had not> but very 
firoad of our mufquets^ I remember no orders from Go* 
vernment to do this, no conuniiSon from the Lord Lieutenant ; 
but as other pee^e afTociated for the fiune purppfe round us^ 
we did it alfo |. and Mr* Franklow inftituted his afibciation in 
die fame way ; it was » known public thing, there were printed 
orders and regulations, aiid he lyent publicly about in his unifomu 
To &y that becaule that unfortunate man at the bar recom^ 
mended Williams to.furnifh Frahklow^s Afibciation with Vftoat 
three guns, therefore he muft be prefumed, without further 
proc^, to have affiflcd in railing an armed body for the purpofeof 
fupportin^ this Convention by force againft the eftabliihed Go^ 
vernment of the Country, is the moft alarming proposition I 
ever heard in a Court of Juftice. — ^If proofs like thefe are to 
implicate a man in the higheft crimed, by what caution can in- 
nocence itielf be fecured againft fuch a perverfion of evidence? 
Merciful God ! how do we expedl that thou wilt lode upon us 
at the great day of judgment if we thus fcan the a£ls of our 
fellow-creatures here ? Becaufe a man happens in communicatioii 
with another, who is bis cuftomer, to recommend him to pro^ 
vide a few mufquets for perfbns who are raiiing an Afibcia^ 
tion, which might, or might not: be legal, therefore it is to be 
inferred that he meant thefe guns to arm this Convention, or 
their troops, for the purpofe of waging war againft the Go- 
vernments it is amonftrous condufion, it would be too difgraceiul 
a thing to infift upon, were It not that there are other cir* 
cumftances, which I know the Solicitor General will rely upon! 
in his reply, and from which taking them altogether (for nc^ 
one of them, taken feparately, fumiQies any colour of argument) 
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he wkhefi you to^ draw the conclufion which this indi<%neR| 
(endeavours to affix upon the prifoner, namely that be has com* 
pafled the King's death. 

Gentlemen, the next witnefe whom they call is Gofling, 
and Mr. Gofling is one of that infamous fet of men (for 6^ 
Jurely 1 may call them) who having no means of fupporting 
chemfelves endeavour to procure a livelihood by iniinuating 
tliemfelves into the fecrets of others, and difcovering them to the 
Government ; I do not fay that men are not to be charged with 
a£ls of theirs difoovered by fpies, but I iay that a man of thif. 
dcfcription, who gives evidence againft perfons into whofe con^ 
iidence he has endeavoured to inlinuate himfelf, is to be hear4 
and attended to with very great caution and referve > his value 
rifes according to the importance of his teftimony, he is a more 
or lefs valuable witnefs according as the adls which he commu- 
nicates to his employers are more or lefs criminal ; he is in- 
terefted therefore to enhance them, and to that motive it is that 
I attribute a great deal of the teftimony of Gofling. 

If a man of this deicripdon goes through his evidence fairly, 
without any obje£lion ariiing upon the manner in which he gives 
his teftimony; if he relates to you a plain regular confxftent 
fcries of &£ts, I admit that you ought to attend to him. But 
recollect. Gentlemen, how this man demeaned himfelf upon his 
crofe-examination* In his examination in chief he was fluenC| 
he was eafy ; he had jJl his fa£ts ready, and he ftated them all 
precifely ; but he funk under my learned friend when he came to 
the cro&-«xamination, he was confounded and abaihed. I fhall 
iiot pretend to go through the whole of his evidence, the day would 
not admit of it ; but I remember he ftated that one of thofe 
perfons, whom they would have implicated in the guilt of the 
prifoner, (aid he had been going about the Country to corrupt the 
foldiers, that he had corrupted a condderable number of theniy 
but he had found many who ftood out againft him. Now, if that 
had been true, you would have had here all thofe foldiers who 
reftftedhim, as witnefTes ; there could be no difficulty in calling 
fhem, it was an ealy thing for Government to have collected 
|yho the men were whom this perfonhad unfucceisfuUy attempted 
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to tamper wtb, and their not being able to difcovcr any of thofe 
men ivfaom he had fo unfuccefsfuUy attempted to corrupt; 
there not being called a fingle witnefs of that defcription to fup- 
port the evidence given fay Gofling upon that fubjeft, is a plain 
proof to me that his evidence in that refpeft was not true ; add to 
that obfervation, upon his evidence, the manner in which he de- 
ported himielftipon his crofs^xamination, the difficulty my learned 
friend had to get from him any anfwers to the plaineft queftions that 
he put, and I tfimk you will have no doubt to fay that what he 
fwears uniupported by any other witneffes, fpeaking direftly to At 
fame fa£ts, is not deferving of any credit in a caufe Kke this^ 

Gcndemen, another witnefs of Ais defcription is Lynam^ 
his evidence lafted five or fix hours; it is utterly impoffible for 
me to go through it literally, but yoii recoUeft that he fpoke 
from notes he had taken, in which he entered fhort memorandums ; 
be had miftaken a great number of names which he had entered 
in thcfe notes, Curtis for Garter, &c. as ftir as they went they 
were full of miibkes, and there was hardly a fmgle faft that he 
fpoke of whidi fixed any degree of criminality upon Mr. Hardy, 
or Aofe with whom he was coraiefted, that was found in his 
notes, but he related thofe feSs from his memory ; if the notes 
of what he vwrote down are fo incorreft as to confound one name 
with anodter, what credit can you give to his recolleftion ? He 
tdls you Aat he did not attend to the particular perfons who held 
the converiations of which he fpeaks, but that this, and tiiat 
general converlation, pafled at thefe meetings. 

Gentlemen, I will tell you why he faid this ; it might have 
been dangerous to be more particular; he might have been cohr 
tracfided; and any Aing that had been faid, by any of thofe 
people, he knew was ruled to be evidence of the general plot 
confequcntly what he ftated to have been faid, in general conver-r 
fition, among them there was evidence. — ^Who told you Ais ?— - 
Who are the people that ufed Aefe expreilions ? From whom 
Ad you colleft Aat? He does not know; he did not Aink it 
material to obferve. — ^WhatF a Spy; a man, whofe biifinefi it 
was to colleft information for Government ; a man, who attended 
Ac meetings 'merely for Ac purpofe oi commg afterwards, and 
■S giving 
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giving evidence againft diefc people — ^Did not fae think It ma-: 
terisdy at the time when he attended^ to coUeA the names of tbofe 
who iaid diis or diat particular thing ? — Did he not knowy that 
tiiere was a great deal of difference, in the degree of criminality^ 
in thofe who (aid a thii^, and thofe who were only prdent when 
it was faid? Did not his common fenfe tdl him that?-'-*0 ! nol 
he paid no attention to that; only that the conveifiitioa £d pafiu 
To die memory of a witnefs, who gives you this account of his 
attention to fuch material converiations as fae pretends to defcrib^ 
I think no credit is to be given.-— You will ohferve, w hethe r the 
evidence he gives of any particular fiuSs, is confirmed by odier 
witnefles, of a different defcription, and to whofe teCBniDny no 
obJedHon lies ; — if it is, you will fo far give credit to him, but 
otherwife you will not. 

There is another witnefs of the Lambedi Aflbdadon brought 
forward to prove this detefiable plot, and that is Mr. Coates, 
Franklow's apprentice. The account he gives of this Lambeth 
Affociation is, that it was public, that Franklow had a cartoodi 
box is true, but that cartouch box lay c^en, mntfa others, upon 
the work-board; he had regimentals, but we heard in evi- 
dence before, that he appeared in them, publicly, at the Globe 
.Tavern. 

They come next, Gentlemen, to the evidence of a Mr. Groves, 
and I beg your particular attention to him. — Mr. Groves's evi- 
dence had two objects ; one was to ihew, that Mr. Hardy, in fur- 
thei'ance of the defign which is imputed to him, and for the lake 
of arming this Convention, which was to a£t by force againft 
the Government, had provided himfelf with French knives.— 
Another obje£l was to (hew, that, at a meeting, held on the 
fecond of May, at the Crown and Anchor, fuch language had 
been held, by perfons connected with Mr. Hardy, and the fame 
ibciety, as ihewed, demonftrativcly, that they muft mean to over- 
turn the King, and his Government. 

Now, in the firft place, let us fee how Groves, in his exami- 
nation in chief, rdates thefe fads. With refped to the knives, 
he tells you, that he was at Chalk Farm; that he was in aihed 
with about ten people ; that five or fix of them pulled out a little 

inftrument, 

\ 



f 1*6 ) 

inftnimcnt, all exailly alike, whkh were Frerich knives, zvA Aat 
Pfearce was one of them ^ that fomebody faid, riiey were bread and 
V:heefe knives, and then a finile went round ; that he afked, where 
cbey might be got; they ffwd^ at Green's j in Orange-ftrect, who 
<was a Perfumer and Hair-dreffer ; he fays, a week aftei he went 
to buy one ; and then hrs ob}c<ft is to (hew ybii, that Green had 
fold a great number of thefe knives, kr the purpdfe of arming; 
this Convention, or Aeir army ; and that he had fold them in fiidt 
•a way «S to ihew, that he was fcnfible of the impropriety cf wh^ 
9ie was about-; he fays. Green told him he had foH two or three 
"hundred; he fays/he told me to fpeak Very low^ for the parlotir 
door was open$ and his wife was a damn'd Ariftoerat; It i* 
■evident he meant- that it fhould be jnferred from hence, that 
Green, who was one of this fociety, had plotted with Mr. Hardy,' 
for arming this multitude diat were to fupport this Conirention ; 
tthat he had contrived to procure thefe knives from Sheffield, fer 
the purpofe of arming them, and had already collefied a body of* 
two or three hundred^ thus armed* 

Another objeift that he Wl, was, to coUeft the fenfe of the 
Ibciety, froni what palTed at the meeting, on the 2d of May, at the 
Crown and Anchor ; and he tells you, that Mr. Horne Tooke 
was there, and it is out of his mouth that he coUeSs this. — » 
'Mr. Horne Tooke, he fays, after dinner^ got up ; he obferved, that 
he fuppofed, one out of fifty of the people who were there, might 
be confidered as fpiesj and to them he wifhed particularly to 
addrefs himfelf ; the witnefs did therefore attend to what he (aid. 
Mr. Tooke defired the company to obferve, that he was not in a 
ftate of inebriation, for, having fomething to fay to the company, 
he had refrained from his glafs* He called the Parliament a 
fcoundrel fink of corruption ; he Called the Gppofition in Par* 
liament a fcoundrel fink of oppofition ; he faid, that there was a 
junction between thefe two fcoundrel parties, formed for die 
purpofe of deflroying the rights and liberties of the Country; he 
fpoke about the hereditary Nobility of the country ; he afked, 
if that (kip-jack, Jenkinfon, <:ould be confidered as on? of the 
hereditary Nobility. He was a(ked, how Mr. Tooke had treated 
the Lords; he (aid, (peaking metaphorically, forjvhich his Lord- 
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flkipj i remember, corre^d him, -diat he had paid the Lor^ 
ffcttf much the fame compliment that he had the Houfe of 
'(^mmons ; from thence be meanly to be fure, that it fhouid be 
coUe&ed, tliac he had fpoken of it as of the Commons ^ iiatL Of 
that it was a iiak of C0rru|3doii, and ought to he furi&cdi Thefe 
are the two oiain isnSb of which he gives cvideace. 

Now fee how this •comes 0ut in the courfe of the ccq&- 
•examination. Firft^wlth refpeS: to Mn Tooke; yoa remember, 
dot the qaeftion here is» whether the prifoner has coDofpired to 
call this Convention, for ^e purpofe of depofing the King^ and 
that this witnefs was examined for the pmpofe of proving, that 
language had been held indiciative of an intention to overturn the 
Government, and tddepote the King; and that this Groves, in 
his e^camination in chief, ftated to yoU) that Mr. To(^ had fo 
fpoken of the Houfe of Commons^ and of the Houfe of Lords«— *« 
How does it come out Upon his cro(s examination ? I aflsed him, 
leading him as I mi^ht, he being a witnefs for the Crown, 
whether Mn Tooke had not (aid, that the hereditary Nobiliiy in 
the Country, were a body .emer to be Te(pe£bd ? Mc faid, yes^ he 
-had; he alwafS had. I afked him, whether his complamt had 
.not been, that, by corruption, improper men were ib-aughted out 
from the Houfe of Commons into.the Hoilfe of Lords, by whidi 
die Lords were degraded^ He faid his complaint was, that the 
lending fuch men into the Houfe of Lords was a difgrace to tho£b 
who have hereditary feats there. I afked him then, whether he 
did not fpeak with high refped and regard, both of the oiEce and 
perfon of th^ King? He (aid, yes.; he always had; he fpoke of 
this as trenching upon the authority of the King, and that he did 
not {ay one word difrefpedlful to Majefty. 

Then what does this evidence amoimt ta—See what is the 
«|ueftion between us.— ^We fay^ that the objeift of thefe men -was 
tnerelya Parliamentary Reform ; that they wifhed to .bring about 
Annual. Parliaments and Univerfal Suffrage ^ thatdieir complaint 
Was of corruption in the Houfe of Commons ; they thought a 
Parliamentary Reform would remedy die evil, and they meant to 
call a Convention for that purpofe. On the other fide, they.iay, 
it was j)ot £u: that .guipq^ .but.£or tfac{mrpofejo£dq)ofing the 
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King; and they call a witnefs to prove, but of Mr; TockA 
mouth, that that was his objed. What does Mr. Tooke £qr? 
He iays, that the evil lay in the Houfe of Common^ ; fo fays ^ 
prifoner at the bar, and fo he always has faid^ fo all thofe that 
ever aiSbed with him have faid; that it Was the corruption in tie 
Houfe of Commons which had given birth to the evils he coa»* 
plained of, and that therefore the reprefentation in the Houfe of 
Commons ought to be reformed^ We &y, that they never 
meditated any alteration in the Houfe of Lords^ or any attack 
upon the King ; fo (ays this witnefs^ who is called to prove the 
contrary; he fwears that Mr. Tooke, whofe language they ait 
making ufe of againft Mn Hardy, always iaid, that the hereditary 
Nobility of the Country were a refpe£table body; that his com- 
plaint was, that members of the Houfe of Commons^ who did 
not deferve it, were removed into the Houfe of Lords; that fiat 
King always deferved refpe<St; aiid yet this witnefs is called to 
prove, and that from Mr^ Tooke's mouth, that the ob}e<£l of thfi 
Convention was to dethrone the King.- 

Confider, Gentlemen, how very ftrong this evidence is for ul, 
when it comes out of the mouth of the prefecutor's witneis.*-^ 
We admit, that the objeft was to induce the Houfe of Commons, 
hearing the general fenfe of the people, to reform the Repre- 
fentation. This is the opinion of Mr. Tooke; this is the 
language which he held, and which he held in the prefenoe' 
of that fpy. 

Thefe obfervations go completely^ not only to put this evidence 
of Mr. Groves out of the cafe, as bearing updn this taiife, biit 
they go further, in two refpedts. Firft, they go to (hew (and I 
am entitled to the full Arength of that application of them), that 
the objeft, and the only objeft of thefe people, was a reform in 
the Houfe of Commons ; that a man, charged to be conneded 
with them in this confpiracy, did, in their face, abfolutely negative 
any defign upon the King, or the Houfe of Loj^ds; that be con- 
fined his complaints to the Houfe of Commons ; that he fpoke 
with refpeft of the perfon and of the office of the King, and j^ 
this witnefs is called to prove, that they wiibed to drive the King 
out of his place in the Conilitution; he proves the dired con- 
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tmyi he proves, that the objeft of ^11 the people there aflemble^ 
fpokeh by the vOitc of Mr. Tooke, (I fay, that Was the objefl: 
of them all, becaufe none contradicted him) was to maintain the 
dignity of the Houfe of Lords, and to maintain the perfon and 
dignity of the Kingk 

Gentlemen, that is not the only ufe of the evidence of 'thiJ 
man j it furniOies us wi A a fearful example, how much mifchief 
irtay be done by the evidence of fpies; we haVe no means of 
toifeding their evidence ; we know not what will be the courfe 
of it; we have no clue to crofs-examine them; and it was 
mere accident, that his teftimony did not leave upon your minds 
the impfeflion, that Mr. Tooke, in this large -afTembly, had de^ 
clared himfelf againft both the Houfe of Commons, and the 
Houfe of Lords; for he exprefsly faid, at firft, that he com-^ 
l^limehted the Houfe of Lords in the fame way that he did th(s 
Houie of Conunons^ and fo we Ihould have been fixed with this 
imputation, that, fitting at dinner with Mr. Tooke, and five 
hundred people^ all of whom are attempted to be connefted b. 
this plot, we countenanced a dodhine which was publicly biioaidied 
in that aflembly, that. all die Lords and Commons were a fmk of 
corruption, and, confequently, that an attack was levelled at them 
all ; what a fituation then would my client have been in ; from 
our not knowing how to examine the witnefs; from our not 
:khowing how to Jead him to the truth, which he kept back, and 
which he knew to be material, and which he ought, upon his 
oath, to have told lipon his examination in chief; from our not 
having the clue to his crofs-examination, that man at the bar 
might have been condemned to the extreme punifhment of High 
Treaibn* None'biit a fpy fo demeans himfelf; none but a dif* 
honeft man-;- none but a mifcreant, like him, keeps back, irt his 
examination in chief, all that he thinks will make for a prifoner, 
and delivers all that is againft hun. I am entitled to fay, he did 
fo; and from thence entitled to caution you, how you credit the 
teftimony of fuch witneffes, unlefs you find their evidence con- 
firmed by other witncffes, fpeaking to the fame feft. 

Gentlemen, I have not done with Groves yet ; he has beep 
guilty, not only of a fu[^reflioh of the truth, but he has b^n 
.. Vol. IV. K guilty 
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guSikf of 4irtSt perjury; a perjury^ commitlied by hiiiH.fidfdr 
purpofe •f kihaaGing his own value with diofe by whom htii 
employed^ at the priee o£ that man's life; a crime which,.! mat 
forry to 6kjrii not in law murder r that^owever^ was his o)ijefi|. 
and I will (hew you it was his objed*^ I obfenredr. tfaat^ anotftf 
liart of his evidence Went to fliew, that Green wa9 a coidpbslflr 
with die reft in this plot; that« he had oon^ind (o affift thil 
^cuvention by foroey, and^.in the profecutkm of tfastfnn^iaqv 
&id already ibid two or three hundred kniveSy^foK. the pfK^gAd 
amning the confpirators^ 

Gfbves ftys, hewem toGreen's,ibrtiie purpoft cfigiiiddi^ 
one of thofe knives; dat all was {eoreojf; GrentoktUmls 
%palt }ow9«for ibe p^lour door was epe%.and.hi8 wifrwas s 
damn'd- Ariftoorat^ Now the only chjcSt that he oouldrhm ia 
(o reprefidnting the thing, was to make you'bclievey^duit Qnm 
&W At£e laaines in priArate. Green is aftecwank oalkd^^i^ 
wttnefi for the Crown, aodwhat is te-aeeoMnt dnt be i^vcsif 
Ais ? He tdls youy^that^in the &ir and t>idiBaryt:XNtrlr oftndi^ 
be had-diree doaen of the& knives, and lie hMllbld, I thnfc^ 
thtsteen or fourteen, each to a- different perfM; heiladjidieB iei^ 
to him in padcages,,c£iix or fevttt iiui:pflcbq;e|. 1b %s,Jie &nt 
CRie package to»Mr^ Hardy^ but that gait- dci^ not apply to 
Groves's evidenca;* 

This evidence is, you (ee, inopnfiftbit wit(rtfie^aoottt^thst 
Groves gives ;-. this, however,i» may, not stBk&x Groves ynA- 
perjury; becaufe^, though this is the tratfa,. Green may have 
given a difFerent account to Gxoves.^ With a view to>aitertaia 
ihaty he is alked,. Did you ever tell Groves yeu had £dd twocr 
tiiree hundred ? — O I never ! fie alkedj iff the knives were 1- 
fileabk commoditity ^ I iaid ihey Were^ To-be fnfc, evesymsa 
will talk in that way of his own Wai-es; there Groves is«K^ 
|)refsly contradi^ed. Did you fty.any thing^^ teftifymi^ anjr 
apprehenTumaboiK felling diem f- Nothing.upon earth ;.^kmvtS| 
be feys, ky ii» Ae>fliew glafs, open to* tlie view oft the puKlic, s^ 
public article of fide; and yet Groves tells you, thatJteMd<tas 
Kim^ privately, aiftl wouM not let even his wife kaow^tfaathe 
ftU one of (Me knives^ Bnt tevcwcpiAhantoa^diroftiift.. 
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<l5roiRts &fSy k) ^erms /that Xketn xdi him (Greves) -diat his 
Wfe was a jdamnM AiTiftocrat, and defired him not to fpeak ib 
•leud) JMcauCb the pudour iioor m/M open. Now Gseen, a wit' 
flfffs, wfho is JJloewifejcaUMl hgrihejGrown, iiiisore, sioft pofitively, 
#«l4iidy diatliejdid jnt «ie ithe exprefions imputed to him by 
Groves, hot fiib ihat Jie tieidler .mentioned his wife, nor made 
«fe of ithe mpoi A^aSkadsaitk ^Thcn herr we iiave <vie of the 
oCsowH^s witncfles^ fc&ivdy mad J&a^Qij .contradf Aing another 
ef the fCrdwn^s witiiefles^ asjto a. vvergr material &&, iUd in by 
GfOTfis, t|ntfthde;kiiiye8 svece fold by Gjreen, under ^ sqppie- 
.foifioA«f &ar>.jUid in feareey; it goes iarAor; for, in bating 
A^Geeqit fiddhis wife was a.damn'd Ariftooat^ hie meant you 
^flmdd infier Aat)he|4Mid dioTewithwlKua he «£led,/wiere men of 
^ Mfitrary prindple, and men <«4io meant :improperly to ufe 
;thofe kni¥eB% You iee tfie turn he ogives it, is endsavouring to 
icUitinguifli JbfCwoDii Ariftocsats, and xho& ^o bad frenoh 
-luii:v«s ; -that his wife was iiot to fee him {^ thcfe luiLres« be- 
.Aufeffte wasa dann'd Ariftocrat, meaning that Groen would 
:hase :it Junderftood,.tfaat faedEbld dxrie >knives to perfbns of a con- 
tnu^r defcri^ion, 'but. would Jiotliave :het know it, :hecaufe •fhe, 
'•being <cf c^fieront priiiciples, would difi^sprore of it With 
- ifatfe obferv^oos i .difihifs this witnefs; be not only does not 
prove any thing that would be advantageous to /die Crown^but 
isis leiridenGe is .material ffor the prilbner, and he furnifhes you 
• with a lefibn, which, I hope, you will not forget, when you are 
tt^decide upon die evidence of perfons of his defcription. I have 
4ione with fo much of Green's evidence as relates to the contra- 
diAon to Groves. But there is another thing which Green, a 
witnefs for the Crown, fwears to, and whidi falls in with the 
reft of <our 'evidence. He is aiked, whether he, being a member 
of diisfociety, and aAing widi them upon many occafions, whe- 
ther he 4iad any idea that this fociety, or any deputation from 
them, or any Oonvention -to which they fent delegates, was .either 
to attack the perfon of the King, or to effe£luate any of &eir 
•opinions by force of arms ? He tells you, in exprefs terms, no, not 
■ 41 man of us, had any fuch objeft; our objeft was Parliamentary 
'Refeim; -the moans by wl^ v^ ^wse to effed ^^ iF^dia^ 
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hientary Reform, not being able to eiFe£l: it by petitions, was, hf 

a Convention, to aft peaceably. It wjis firft to colk£l the 

. opinion of the public, and then to reprefent it to Parliament— 

. We hoped and believed, that that would turn out to be die 

- public opinion, and that the public opinion, being fo peaceably 
reprefented to Parliament, would have its due weight. 

Then, Gentlemen, after thefe witnefles, who go to the prorf 

' of what had pailed in England, they endeavour to implicate us in 

the guilt of Watt, who has been lately executed for High 

Treafon, at Edinburgh, and for that purpofe they call Mr. 

. M*Ewah. There is no way by which they at all conncfl: Hardy 

- with Watt, except,' I think, that a letter was fent by Hardy to 
Skirving, who was a member of a fociety to which Watt be- 
longed ; and in a converfation between Watt and Stock, at 
Edinburgh, it appeared, that Watt was defircus of (ending a 
letter to Hard^, and communicated with Stock, how he might 
fend that letter, without faying what it was about; but no fuch 
letter appears ever to have been fent; what the fubjedE .was 
upon which he meant to correfpond widi him, does not appear; 

..and yet it is in evidence to you, that all the letters that were fent 
. to Mr. Hardy, I cannot iay, pofitively, diat it appears in evi- 
. dence that all were, but there is every reafon to fuppofe, that all 
the letters whidi were fent to Mr. Hardy, upon this fubjcft, 
were feized by the Crown; fo that, I think, you may fairly infer, 
that no fuch letter was fent ; there is no evidence in the caufe to 
fhew, that he perfonally knew that any fuch man as Watt exifted, 
and yet it is endeavoured to afFe£t him, by what Watt did in 
Edinburgh, though none of the delegates who fat with Watt 
there, are attempted to be afFeded by it. • 

Who is this Mr»^ Watt ? Why Watt was a fpy, employed liy 
Government, up to a certain extent ; he was difcharged by them 
from that employment, I believe, becaufe he over-valued his 
fervices ; fo it appeared, I underftand, upon his own trial ; being 
difcbarged by Government, he continues to aflbciate with the 
Scotch Convention, and he makes a violent propofal there, which 
all who were prefent rejed ; I do not mean that, in the Coti* 
vendon, he made the propoial i but among fooie of the members, 

be 
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fce made a propofil, which all who were prefent inftandy re- 
jefted. 

Now I wiU tell you what I firmly believe to have been the 
cafe. Watt had been a fpy ; he had carried communications to' 
Government ; he pretended, perhaps, to know more than he did ; 
he over-valued the communications he did carry, and therefore 
was difcarded; he ftill fixed himfelf upon thefe men, who did not 
know that he had been a fpy, and kept company with him \ and 
I do verily, in my confcience, believe, that he made this propoM 
to them widi a view to carry the information of it afterwards to 
Government, and then to hang thefe men, if he could get them to 
agree with him. I believe that to be the cafe; I believe him to 
have been a determined mifcreant, and I am not forry that he was 
hanged, if that were the cafe, becaufe he juftly deferved it; but 
having, as a fpy, carried information to Government ; having re- 
quired a higher price for his fervices than Government thought 
he deferved, he hed been difcarded ; he afterwards goes back, and 
makes this propofai, which was rejefted with abhorrence by 
them, and I do verily believe he made this propofai for the fole* 
purpofe of ^implicating them in the guilt of fuch a projed, that 
he might carry the information to Government, and diereby fhew 
he was worthy of his hire ; that he might fliew he was worth the 
price he afked. Now take it either way j that he really meant 
to accomplifh this projeft, or that, not meaning to accomplifh it, 
he wifhed to draw other people into it, for the fake of fending 
diem to the gallows, he has met the fate he richly deferved. But 
obferve another thing. Watt is to be connefted with Mr. Hardy. 
How ? Through die Scotch Convention ; becaufe Mr. Hardy 
Gorrefponded widi the Scotch Convention,^ and becaufe Watt was 
a member of that Convention. Good God ! have they attempted 
to fix this guilt upon any of the delegates to die Scotch Conr 
vention, except diofe two individuals. Watt and Downie?— 
Government has profecuted all the indiiStments, I fuppofe, that 
they mean to profecute for High Treafon, in S.codand, and yet 
not one of thefe delegates with whom Watt was, at one time, 
immediately conneded, has been indifted for High Treafon^— 
Why? Pccaufe die HighTxcafqn which Watt was guilty q4 
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ecMiCfted cjf A hSt, in which they had n6 ptrUdpatiQn> and mwcfc 

I leTs had the prlfoner any participation in it. RecoiJe£l what it 

the account M^Ewan gives j when this proj«£l was propo^ ta 

I him by Watt* He feys^ that they reje<Sed it with abhorrence, 

I ThttDi if thofe who w^re upon the fpot rejected it with ab« 

[ horrence j if no immediate communication upon the fubjefl is 

I proved between Watt and Hardy, wiil you^ by a long chadn of 

implication and inferencesj fix that upon Mr, Hardy, which the 

Officers of the Crown do not pretend that they can fiH upoa 

thofe who were hn mediately connected with Watt^ the actor ii^ 

' it? It is impoflibleto fuppqlbf that men of common juftice^am^ 

of commoii hutimnity, cart entertain fuch a thought. 

L Another obfervation arifeS upon this evidence of Mr* M^£win| 

be is a Scotchman, and he was a member of the Scotch Cofi-r 

vention, and you have heard from him what he thinks of the 

ScoliCh Convention, and I think you have reafon to believe from 

the manner in which he gave his evidence that you receive froin 

[him his real fentiments upon all the fubjedb upon which he is 

I queftioncd, and a true relation of all the fadls to which he wa^ 

examined; Was there any difficulty in getting from him tbi^ 

I account of Watt ? Did not he immediately upon being afked cotn* 

I municate the whole ftory f Did not he exprefs his own ab- 
horrence of it? I believe he came voti^tarily to give this 
account ; I am fare the contrary does not appear in the caufe, an4 

I I am entitled, as Counfel for the prifoner, to tnfiii that no h& 
I crifts trhich is not proved. The witnefa came forward III 
I the ordinary courfe, and therefore I am entitled to fuppofe, that 
^ coming forward in the ordinary courfc, he did it voluntarily, iJi 

<irder to flatc fa6ts to you, upon which you will have tg reafoH 

i^hen you come to confider what vcrdi«fl you will give. When 

I fay that no compulfory means were ufcd to bring this witneii 

^ to the bar, it is not becaufe it is material to me whether it be fo 

4t not, yet ft ill I am entitled to make that affumption, 
I Now what i* the accoujit he gives of the whole of this budnefs I 
t and here I am anfwering that part of dieir cafe which endeavoun 
\to implicate us In the guilt of thofe perfons at Edinburgh* He 
Jlates that Acre was no idea of trencbii^ On the authority of th* 
I King, 
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lifigf or Lorth ; that there was no ideaoralTunihig the fuiiAions 
of Parliament ; that nothing was to be done by force^ and the 
Tery ntght en which they were difperfed> it appear^ they had 
confidered upon petltlanlng either the Parliament, or the Kingj 
then if that wefe the cafe what becomes of the charge tgaiiiJt 
•the prkoner ? If in all this vaft field of evidence^ which 
they have taken, they cannot prove ^ny defign, by means 
of this Convention in Scotland, to depdfe the King by forca, 
what becomes of the charge againA Mr* Hardy, who <was not 
.dire^ly impltcated even in what that Convention really didf 
Xhe charge agatnft him^is tbathe confpiredi with others, to call 
a Convention, which Convention was to aft by force of arms 
ftgatrift the Goverament of the Countryj and to depofe the King, 
♦foirely the proceedings at Edinburgh fuinKh no proof of this fort 
againft him, 

I ob^rve, and J dare f fay the fa<9 will be rdied upon, by the 
Sfdicitor General in reply, that all the witnefles who have becft 
ifueflioned to tbefc ciroumftances (their witnefics as well as oitrs) 
were afked hy the Attorney Gencml, whether they thought 
certain refeluciens that were ihewn to them were peaceable and 
orderly f Some had ^feen them, ibme had not- Now I h*K? 
nothing to do with -their opinion upon the point, whether xhefe 
rdblutions were , peaceable or orderly- The quefti«n, in this 
caufe, is nqt whether tbefe people had come to peaceable and or- 
"derly refoliitions ; but the queftion is whether they have com- 
peted an overt a4i the dire^ ©bje£t of which was t« depofe the 
SCingi and the ultimate^objeft of which wastotring about his 
.death $ that is the queftioa -for your d(jterminati»n. And it is 
very hard upon ,the prifoner if duft is to be thrown into the eyes 
x^ the Jury^ by endeavou^ng to fbc their attention upon hBs 
Di4iich do not amount to an A^ of High Treafon ffor if one z^ 
docs not, all taken together cannot) feo- the fake of ,p re venting 
them from looking dire^ly to that which is abne .the object of 
their enquiry, namely, whether this prifoner did confpire, with 
nthers, to deftroy the King> when they agreed to call a Con- 
yentton ? And it matters not whether this report of the Secret 
^ominittee be lull of obnoxious and offenfive rclblutiansi it 

}L 4 m^^ters 
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matters not whether they are guilty of all the other crimes ia 
ih^ catalogue of crimhial law: The fole queftion is, Whe* 
ther they have been guilty of High Treafon? Whether tbcy 
meant to call this Convention for the purpofe of depoiing the 
King ? And when you afk every one of the witneffes for the 
Crown, whether they had any fuch intention ? when they tell 
you in plajn dired): words that they had no fuch intention; 
that their views were peaceable, and that they meant only 
to produce a Parliamentary Reform, by calling this Convention; 
you are not to be led away by an accumulation of all thefe a£b 
(oiFenfive perhaps, but not one of them amounting to sui 
overt aft of Treafon) to fi^id the prifoner guilty of fo high » 
cringe, becaufe you difapprove of his politics, or becaufe you 
,4i(approy.e of fome of hi^ conduft. Thank Qod ! that is not the 
way in which a prifoner is to be tried in this Country !—- rYou are 
to keep your eye to the fad with which he is charged, not to 
^nquire whether he is guilty often thoufand mifdemeanors ? iirfie^ 
ther he is obnoxious to this or that fct of men ? whether his 
politics are fuch as you or I fhould approve i but whether he 
has been guilty of the crime with which he ftands charged) 
namely, whether his projeft of a Convention was djre^ed imr 
mediately to the depofition of the Kii^g, and ultimately to his 
death, and if you do not find that, you camiot find the prifoner 
guilty. 

Gentlemen, I have already obferyed upon the miferable cafe 
that is made on the fubjecSl of arms, muikcts, and pikes, and lam 
perfcdily pcrfuaded that that p^rt of this cafe would never have 
been laid before you,, if thofe who conduct this profecution had 
not enteruined a firm a|id certain opinion th^t without it they 
could do nothing; fuch evidence weakens a ftrpng cafe; it is 
of a nature to add nqthing to thp ftrength of a cafe that could 
ftand by itfelf 5 but we know very well that in a certain ftagc 
of a caufe, when it is found that there is not fufficient to fix 
th^t charge upon the prifoner, without fixing which there muft 
be a v^rdjd: of acquittal, any thing is attempted. Hence arofe 
the attempt to fix Mr. Hardy with the afts of Watt ; ones mind 
revolts at it, and I aii^ fure it WQuld never have been ^t^cmptcd, 

, ..: if 
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If it had not been thought neceiTary to the fupport of diis 
caufe. 

Gentlemen, I told you before I had the beft authority for 
faying that the Delegates in Scotland, none at leaft of them but 
Watt and Downie, had been guilty of High Treafon. I have 
the beft authority for faying that, becaufe I have the authority 
of thofe who profecuted them for a mifdemeanor, and of the 
Judges before whom they were convifled of a mifdemeanor. 
If they were known to be guilty of High Treafon, and yet 
were profecuted for mifdemeanors, it was not humanity fo to 
profecute them^ true humanity is to be fhewn to the innocent, 
^ not to the guilty; the guilty fhould be punifhed up to the 
e^ftent of their crimes, but if thefe men were known to be guilty 
of High Treafon, and yet were profecuted only for mifdemeanors, 
that profecution becomes a fnare to others ; it holds out to them 
that adls of this fort are not High Treafon, it waits for their 
going on perhaps till they have accomplifhed the a6t, and thep 
the net is thrown over them ; they arc told, this was a trap laid for 
you, we knew riiat thofe others had been guilty of High Treafon, 
l)ut we thought if we puniihed them as traitors, you would not 
go on, you have gone on, and now you muft take the confe- 
quencej it is nothing to you how we proceed againft other men- 
we will proceed againft you as the law is — we will proceed 
againft you for High Treafon, although we proceeded againft 
them only for mifdemeanors. I fay that is not true humanity ; 
ihofe perfons who had been guilty of High Treafon fhould have 
been punifhed as traitors, and a trap fhould not have been hid 
for thofe who at that time were innocent of it; humanity fhould 
have been fhewn to thofe who had not been then guilty of 
crimes, and not to thofe who had. I do not fay that this was 
the condi^cSl either of the profecutors of thefe Delegates, or of 
the Judges whq tried them; but I am entitled from their con- 
du6l tq aiTert this, that they did not believe them to be guilty 
of High Treafon, and that they profecuted them only for mif- 
demeanors, becaufe they knew them ^o be giulty only of mifde- 
meanors. 

"Gentlemen, 
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<}clideaie(H I hxw Hated to you tbe grojumd tipoit vHAA Ok 
profocution is fotmded; it is compaffing the King's death. I 
hne iatad to jrou tbat which I beg yoa always to hold in your 
nmd^ diat tM ibundatioit of this profeeutiofi is that the pi* 
Ibner catted dns Conventiosi for the purpofe of dep«6i^ dK 
Kfii& I Hflure ftated txp you that none of thefe ads which m' 
contamed in die volume of written ewdence that has been IM 
l>efore you ameunt to pro(^ of that h&. I fboold hsare &SUt 
hehre^ it wa9 an ormffion that I did not, but I will now fhM- 
to yeii what I apprehend to be -die jOvert-a£l eharged ixi tln^ 
indt^hneat, and Telied ^vpon in proof, as fixing thistnrime itpm 
ehe prifener; it conitfts in the refelutian for railing a Gonvett^ 
tkm; die criaie imputed is, thait hexofolved t^ -call it jfor At 
purpoTe of depofing the King. 

Now I beg you to hear die ja^guage gf that fcfoltiti^n, as if 
was ultimately screed to— ^* That it appears to diis Cq^nmitm 
'^ very deiiraUe that a general ineetUi^, or C^yentioi|i of tllk- 
^ Friends of Liberty ihould be called, f^r the purpofe of .t^Uag 
^ intoconlideradon die proper ipediods gf obtaining a BjSi anf 
^ fair reprefetttation of the peopJe," thst is die overt-ad ^t| 
which die prifoner is -charged. Why then^ OeAtlemen, die 
jirofefied and avowed objed of diis C^nventiipn by diofe wh# 
irefolved duit it fliould be called, was, not that it ihouM take armi 
into Its hands, not diat it fhould entertain odiers la^ had mm 
m dieir hands, but merely diat it (bould take into its px^derv 
doif the proper mediods of obtaining a full and fair lepnkatBi. 
tion of the pecple. This is the language wluch they hol4 
throughout all dieir refolutions, and I inisft that diere is no direA 
evidence on die part of die Crown which fiiews diat diis is a. 
mere pretext. I (hall come prefendy to diat part of the cafe^ 
and to die grounds diere are for ikying this was not a pretext; 
at prefent I am only coafidering how the evidence for the Ccown 
have made out their cafe; upon this part of the cafe you muft 
believe, befwre you convid die prifoner, not only diat diere wat 
fcrce prepared, but diat it was his intentipn diat this Convention 
ftould uie that for^e. 

Now 
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9fo» a tiery rawrkaMle obfervsdoB dist atUb in dw cafe is 
Alt these » not a fingle ttt^ of evMlenGe firom the begiiming 
p^ lk9 tnAy^}fik milter ^e projeft ol the Cpnventioii wid» 
any thing of arms^ ^f eowieSs or brings them together at alli 
thQ)rha4ii;»ie»vpQnaU!dittr'prdceediligS'--r^ were 

wmdboA dyerr^l^trjr meipbef of the Sqcietjr had, when in (he 
Scidetjri an|d prol^My aC loany o^ier tdmesj a man at his elbow 
svho wpuU give an i^count of eyery thing that paflfed, and yet 
t)Kre is not a fingle word thajt has fallen from any of the wit* 
ncflesi n^t a fingle eicpreffipn, I believe^ to be found in all the 
written evkknce, that conneds die calling of the Conventiaa 
Willi the (Mrel^tion of any fi>rce ; unlefs you conned the two 
tpgrdiet, you cannot find the prifoner guilty upon this charge 
in the indt&nent ; there is'no proof which can be fbted to you, 
•pone tbtf can be left to your confideration without the parol 
jwidence that thefe men intended that the Convendon (houU 
aft by force; dU'oughout.'die written evidence diey exprefkly dtf- 
avowit. 

You muft believe mens words, unlefs the direi^ contrary is 
proved I but wheit the Crown has given in evidence this bufinefr 
of am^ they tell yqu, and I am enddcd to afTume it, that diis 
is the fbrce'which thofe members of the Convention meant to 
life} if tbere was any other they would fhew it, and the con- 
dttfton follows^ that if tbey did not mean to ufe this force, they 
pKairt to ufe none. The Crown knew all they had done; die 
ijiieftibil is, whether the Convention meant to ufe force; if Ibe 
Crown cannot prove they meant to ufe this force, diey do not 
prove they i^neant to ufe any ; the cafe would have been more 
jhrpi^, peiiiaps, up^n diat part of it^ if they had not called dieir 
witnefies^ becaufe then you wpu}d have been told that a great 
(kal was to be left tq fair prefumption and inference; — that 
thcfugh diey had npt proved it, yet you were to prefume it from 
die odier faSts proved; but diey have tak^n upon themfelves to 
fliew you what that force was which this Convendon was to uie, 
and they put it upon the pikes, the mufkets, and die knives. I 
\topt we have piret^ well diipofed of them ah^p^dy. 
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But foppofsng there v/as any thing fcrious in this proof ef 
the pikes,' the muflcetsr, and the knives, there is no evidemr 
€onne£bng it with the Convention ; and if it had been die pro» 
jeft of dieie people, if it had ever entered into the nwnds of any 
of dsem that diis force fiiould be ufed by that Convention which 
dicy intended to call, it is impoffible that the Crown flioold iJ0t 
have been able to havie laid evidence of it before you. Yoi> fee' 
they have fpies every where ; you fee when we call a witneft, 
diey know him better than we do; they have had a man in every 
Society in London. They can afk when Mr. Stevens waJ 
called, whether it wai( Mr. Ste^rens of Rathbone-place, or Mr;' 
Stevens of the Minories. They know them all, Aey hivt* 
watched at their elbows, they have been vigilant, and they are 
to be commended for it; but ftill it fortifies my bbfetvatiort, 
diat they know all that is in this cafe; that nothing is kft to 
prefumption, to inference; diat all that exiftshas been brought 
forward by them, and that you have nailing to form your judg* 
mcnt upon, except that which they have laid before you; they" 
have laid before you, therefore, all w^ich exifts of arms ; they 
have laid nothii^ before you to fhew that thefe arms were con- 
netted in any way with the Convention, Therefore, I have a 
, right to afTume that the fa£l does not exift, that it ever was in 
the contemplation of thefe men that thefe arms fhould be fb 
ufed; becaufe if that had been in their contemplation, thefe men 
who talk enough of what they mean, would have talked of this^ 
and^it would have been known to the officers of the Crown^ 
How public has every thing been done which has been done ? 
There is hardly a fingle aft of theirs imputed to them as a crime ; 
not one out of that number and variety of their a£ls which are 
all woven up in this intricate web that is now fpread before you ; 
not one which the prifoner, and thofe with whom he afted, have 
not publicly avowed in the fece of day. It may be faid that if 
the afts are illegal, this adds to their illegality; that they are 
not only illegal, but they are impudent, but that does not make 
them High Treafon ; and it fhews that what thefe men pro^- 
fcfled were really their objefts ; it ihews that they afted bona 

fidet 
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Jide\ it iKews tliat they thought they were about that Avhich-they 

. had a right to do, and tliat is die way in which I ufe the argu- 

tnent; it ihews that though they might be wrong, that though 

they might be ading illegally, they thought they were ading 

lq;aUy, or diey never /Would have fubmltted to the inveftigadon 

.of Courts of Juftice, thefe adls which are now complained of as 

conftituting the crime of High Treaibn. 

Gentlemen, hitherto I have only remarked upon the evidence 
diat has been produced on the part of die Qvow^\ you ol»- 
Jferve it appears from the language of our re&lutians which diey 
have produced againfl: us, that our object was Parliamentauy 
Reform ) that language they (ay may have been a mere preticic^ 
and may have covered a different deCgn. You have it tyoii 
oath that this and nothing elfe was the objedl of thofe people 
with .whom they (ay we are connecSied, for every witnefe 
wtioiii.. they. have called, and who knew the objedb of thofe 
people, has fworn that their objei^ were peaceable. This js'die 
cvicbnce on the part of the Crowm 

Now, Gentlemen, we have confirmed tWs evidence oT'die 
Crown by evidence of our own : we have added to the nuadier 
of witneffes whom the Crown have called, odiers who gave 
an account of what were the motives of thefe Societies, wli:tf: 
was their end, and what the means by which they meant to 
«fFe£l that end ; every one of thofe witnefies called one after 
another has agreed in faying that their end was a Parliamentary 
Reform, and though to accomplifh that end they meant to call 
this Convention, yet it never entered into their minds to con- 
ceive diat this Convention was to aft by force; on the contrary, 
that it was to aft by all peaceable means, to colleft the voice 
of the country, and when collefted by means of that Conven- 
tion, it was to be carried by the iame organ to the Houfe of 
. Conunons, who it was iuppofed would liften to it. 

Gentlemen, it would be idle in me, it would be cruel towards 

you, to go more particularly into the evidence dian is neceflary. 

I think I have ilated what is the general effeft of the evidence 

of every witnefs jve have Called ; but I think there are two 

^ yho were called lail:--! mean Mr. Sheridan and Mr. Francis, 



who fpdke more jfjarticulady to thk feft, and whofe cvi< 
wilt deferve more of yaur confideration, becaufe they ihew mofl 
decidedly that the obje£ts the prifoncr has always proMisid 
were his real objeils* 

Gentlemen, you recollei£t the time wben there was an dun 
in the kingdom, when the mllitii was &ddenly embodied, awl 
Parliament was aiTcmbled^ Parliament was al&mbled, tntM, 
Ibf the purpo(e of embodying the milida, becauTe without k die 
jnUitb could not be embodied In a legal wayj the ground j1* 
ledged for caUing Parliament together was, that there were iH* 
turbances and jjifur regions in the Jcingdora : there wcie feme 
Gentlemen who thought that there did not at that time exiilliiofc 
diflinbances and infurredlions which wercilated, and accorditi^ 
in en<|uiry was ijiftituted into the real exjitence of them ; iipea 
that occafion Mr. Hardy attended Mr. Sheridaj^ and Mr. Sherklin 
ftates to you in temis that Mr. Hardy wrlhed a committee fo fce 
appointedi he wifhed an enquiry to be made, and he wi3 
ready t and was to have laid before Mr. Sheridan, nay he was ID 
^Irave been called before the Houfe of Commons, and to give m 
account there of all he knew relative to that buitnefsi he ftatd 
that their Societies did meet at public-houfes ; that puMicam, 
prpbably thmking their licences would be taken away, woiiU 
not permit them to meet in their houfes any more i that they h«|J 
accordingly wtt at private houfes^ that he (Mr* Hardy) hri 
communicated a lift of thefe houfes, and had given Mr. Sheridaji 
all the information in his power; that he wiihed an enquiry 
might be inflitutcd, in order to ftiew to the Parliament and ihf 
public what their real view was j that he was ready to lay before 
them ail the papers, all the documents relatiive to the progftiTs 
of this Society, This fcems to me to furnifli extremely ikong 
proof that Mn Hardy acfted bona fide; that he had then no cri- 
minal iutenc in his mind, nor had any of thofe acting with tiun, 
becaufe if they had, he would have withdrawn from fuch an 
enquiry; inftead of that he comes forward publicly, deiir&t shit 
an enquiry Jnto their conduct may be initituted, and he gifc 
every aififtance in his power for that piirpof& 
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Itappcais fipom Mr. Francis's endeoce, t&tt what Mr..tiard^ 
tif$ has always beoi bis ofajeft^ atwajrs was b; lie and £Miie 
(Aer membcffs cf diis Sadetf mtlended Mc Frandsy wiftia^ 
him t» parefeal^ a pctitioii toT^idiaaatnty far Axmust Par liJu a uuK 
«Bdt Uniwrfiiii Suffrage.- Mr^^Fiwois ikyS) Mr. Hasdj Arodi 
lim» portkiiiaiiy^ £»ni Us deportment, as a rcalbnaUey. qoiet 
MO. Ali^.Skeridaii4ikew«(egavediattefttiiioa7 
ln^fry^faeMMuked Idai Ar Im pcacedde and dtaent departs 
■ipBiit jr wStj^conungM hisi' to oeniie Juni t0--pTeienttfais {ictiliiai^ 
Ift cmveifell widi tbean apon the fiib)e&i^ and tfaqr fidd dn, 
wiMt fbcjr now feyv notmdiftaiidiiig dds prefcnt pmfeuuU o n 
aiainft Acniylfaat tke^ leaiMditiieir pniriples fiom the Daioe of 
J U ch o ao iMPs itctter ; diat diey werycomrinced byids jagiim e u ts » 
,^ I am; a&akU that tbey ftiU bold the iaaae opoiions. I hope 
Hi6-iio>Eefedionupon any man, not to entertain thefe 4 
for I do^not myielf'$ yet ftill k is iurd^raacaBcufe tofucb a i 
asMrt^Hatdy, diat he balds Qpijuoasfucb4» the Duke of Sadi» 
awond emercains, and not only entertaias^ hot has gmatotk 
pidilicasbi^«pinionsyaiidaAed«uponlamiel£ TkejEadbeaeJLte 
shev <i^tSt, Mr.Francis fays, dt UMverfid Suffiage;. ke-flafioft 
t» diem,, that that was not the ufual form of a peddon,^ and Aef 
had betiar teaue it ta the Hoaie> what lort of Reform fliould 
te adopted. Tbeyc ftiU,^ Mr. Fcaacis iays, adhered to dieir 
^wbjeSti but^liey were nsady,. if accondii^ to die fonns of the Houfe 
it was more refped&l, so kare dK wbole to the wiSioak of di& 
MimSt of Commons, what means they Ihauld adi^; they wene- 
«Bady to> pre&nt dieir peduon in die general form ; but MI tfaejr 
adhered to^^dietr principle,, that what diey wiihed for was Uni^ 
Vifial SuAage^ Surely diismuftlhewy beyond doub^.diatdKfe 
WMft foally diought it would be a good diing to obtain UniverCit 
SuRagi^ and tint this was die <d>jed, and the only objeA, whidb 
4i^ oaaloufly and bona fide pur&ed* 

• But,, Gentlemen^ thde vAk> caadmA this profecadon wifli la 
ptrfiiade you that diore is mote in itilran lies upoa the iiufiice ^ 
that Aefefben have not a^edibcmeftly; diat diey have not aAed 
%ena fide ; diat diis which they have beU out as their obje&y and 
-^irhich dwf havahsld outas theirnieans^if obcao^ 
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jefl, ate a mere pretext, and that there is no colour for infifth 
they are their real opinions. — Let us examine that a little ; 
fee what grounds they had for really entertaining thefe c; 
and whether their condu<^ be not fuch as leaves you i 
conclude they are their real opinions^ — The propolitior 
men is this: — That the Houfe of Commons is cor: 
that corruption proceeds from the manner in which 
are reprefented in Parliament, and from the long duri 
liaments ; that they think this evil might be corredc 
Parliaments, and by Univerfal SuiFrage; they think 
Commons won't grant them this upon their }x 
they have often refiifed them; they think that th: 
people (I do not fay that they think right) — hv 
majority of the people arc or may be with then. 
wi{h to coUeft the fenfe of the majority of the pco 
fore wifh that a Convention of Delegates i\\ 
•of the Country fhould be called, by whom they i. . 
what was the fenfe of the people by whom thiiy 
and if it appears to be what they contend it : , 
be communicated to Parliament, — This It . 
text. 
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Now, let us examine it in its parts. — Tin _ ^ ^ 



that the Houfe of Commons i^ 
that the Houfe of Commons is 
whether Mr. Hardy, who has ptnnirtl iif> i 
Richmond, has not grouad for i'ays 
proceeds from the want of a propi 
in the Houfe of Commons. WhM tk 
fay upon that fubjeft r — He Ctyi, - 
" The lefler Refonn hiis becu w 
** advantage in its ia\our, not osti' 
" the advocates for a mont e(i 
" of men of great weight, bor 
" all temperaments auij helps > 
*' been gained* from coi rupti i 
." been held out, from any qim^tefi; 
^ was inclined to adopt any other 
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^leiH it is not a fuggeftion firft of Mr. Hardy and his frkifdsi^ 
tfiat the Houfe of Commons was corrupt, and that this wa& the 
Bieans of reforming it } his great prototype the Duke of Rich-> 
mond, the man whofe precepts he has followed, and whofe difciple 
he IS, told him, in exprisfs termis^ diat the Houfe of Commons 
is corrupt, and that that corruption proceeds from the peoplo 
not 'being properly reprefented in the Houfe of Commons. The 
remedy, then, that is to be applied to this, is, in the opinion of 
Mr. Hardy and his friends. Annual Parliaments and UniveHal 
Suffrage. Why, what does the Duke of Richmond fay upon 
dnt fubje£t?-^He Kays^ 

** From every day's experience to the prefent hour, I am 
*^ more and more convinced^ that the reftoring the right of 
* voting imiver&lly to every man not incapacitated by nature for 
** want of reafon> or by la>y by the coouniffion of crimes^ to*» 
*' gether with annual eleftions, is the only reform that can b« 
^ effe&ual and permanent : I am further convinced that it is the 
^ only reform that is pra&icable/' 

^ All other plans that are erf a palliative nature, have been 
^ found infufficient to intereft and animate the body of the people^ 
** from whofe eameftnefs alone any reform can be expefted.— 
^ A long exclufion from any fliare in die legiflature of their 
•* their country, has rendered the great mafs of the people in- 
^ different whether the monopoly that fubfifts, continues in the 
5* hands of a more or lefs extended company, or whether it 
.«* i^ divided by them into fhares of fomewhat more or lefs juft 
^ proportions ; the public feels itfelf unconcered in thefe con-* 
^^ tefts, except as to the oppreffions it endures, and the exa(9:ions 
*' it fuffers, which it knows muft continue fo long as the people 
** remain deprived of all controul oyer their reprefentatives/' 

** What I call for," he fays, " is, not conveniency, but right ; if 
,*• it is not a maxim of our Conftitution, that a Britifli fubjefl: is 
•* to be governed only by laws to which he has confented by 
•* himfelf, or his reprefentative, we fliouid mftantly abandon the 
** error ; but if it is the effential of freedom, founded on the eternal 
** principles of juftice and wifdom, and our unalienable birth*- 
« right, we fhould not bie.fitate in afferting iti Let us, then, but 
... yoL. IVt ^ .<«determia«> 
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« delferthirie to aS tffxAi this broad principle of giving to cfeaf 
« man his cWi, artd we (ball Immediately get rid of all the per-* 
" plexities to Which the rfetrroW notiiwis of partiaEty and n^ 
« exclufion muft ever be ftibjeflr.'* 

NoW it 1^ obje^d to Mr/ Hardy, tfiat this idea of the cor« 
liiptioh of the Houfe of Comnioife, corruption proceeding from 
iin impropiSr r^efentaticin there-— that this idea of reforming 
Parfiiameh't by Annual Eleftiorf, is all preteittv— »What founbk 
iioh h tkere for that, when you have heard from twenty witnefil 
in the ckufe, thiat Mir. Hafdy fcas o^er aiid over again faid, te 
forms himfelf upon the Duke of Richm6nd^s jrfah, Whkh Uc 
ii^rChes to be carried into e*ectttidh| that fliatis fits dnly dhjeftj 
"aftd when tHis^ which he profeffes in all hfis letters^ whii* t^ 
'pears to be in feft the obje<Sk he is purfoihg> is>, ih tfeiWfe, thfc Re^ 
form V/hkh ihe Dtike'iSf Ri'chmoi\d by a piiUicttiOATdiJOflMNcyt 
to tbe-pedple to adopt?. 

Then, 6etttlem6n> \jte *faVte -got fhfs l6ftgA— ^at rtfe ir- 
ruption of Parliament is not a thdbght of Mr.H^iyS-^^^^t ttt 
eau(e "of diat c6rfuf>ti6n is 1n6t Wthdught of Mr. ffalrdy*fe=— diat 
^e ihd^iis by Which that d&rnl^idh i^ht be IMftedidd kilidt 
a thought of Mr. Hafdy's ^ they are all dje flights otlhe ©iik6 
of ^Richmond, fi*f^p6rted by theife reiafiyns which you htktd Mi 
white his'Grice was ih Courts — I have Ita'ted to y6u ^vhat%6 
immedfate means were— Ahhtial ParKartieritSy and Uitiverfil 
SulFr^e.— -The rie«t thihg to be confidfered is, bc^ flat Rtf*- 
form Was to beeffedted.— Mr. Hkrdy thinks — biit that is faid t(^ 
be pretext—^that it may be effedled, aiid he meant to- effe£k it, by 
a Cbiiventibn 6f the people, arid by coUedHng the fcrife of Ithe 

people from that Convention. What does the Duke df Rich-^ 

mondTay upon that fubjeS? — 'He fays, ** The weight of oor^ 
«» ruptlon bas criiflied this more gentle"— fpeikihg of a IdTer 
reforrti — ^ as it Would 'have defeated any mbre dfflcadioiss plan ib 
** the fime circumftahces j from- that quarter, thardbiiey -I haVfe 
«* nothing to hope— 4t is from the people at Wge that I ekpeft 

'** aoy good.*' Why, tlfcn, When fueh a man as the Dldce 6f 

Richmond tells the public that Parliament has been pcftitioh^ 
fo often for this redref^ ^t they will not -grant ks whien te 

^11» 
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teSs them that ht ftiH expefts this to be granted, and tells theift 
-Aat It is from the peopk at large only that he expefts it will be 
t>btaincd, havr is this man at Ae bar to underftand the Duke of 
Richmond ? — What was the mJldeft fenfe he could put upon his 
ipvords ?— From the people at large the Duke of Richmond ex- 
pc&s rfiis Reform — -be does not expeft it from the Parliament— 
te knows the ParKament won't grant it j but he expe(^s it froni 
ihe people.*— Then die people muft have fome lawful means of 
^moting it. — I think the moft rational, I think the ihoft 
peaceable, I thiidc the moft conftkiltional conftruftion that can be 
fitt upon that exprefEon, is, that it is to be expefted from the 
tcnfe of the people at large, iirft collefted, and then conveyed to 
Afe Houfe cff Commons— not aftingby force; unqueftionably, 
1hef)ilke of Richmond could never mean that; "but he expeded 
thiB Reform from the people at large, becaufe he hoped that they 
would declare publidy what their wilhes were, and that thofe 
wifhes, being communicated to the Houfe of Commons, would 
•produce the Reform which he wiflied to fee effefted. 

<aremJemen, 1 diiilk this is fair reafonlng; I fliink this muft 
1>ethe conftruftion which you will put ixptm the Duke of Rich- 
mond^ Letter :— It cannot "be did that a man pofTef&ng fo en- 
lightened a mind, and holding fuch a rank in the State, as the 
«(A)Ie Duke, meant by this Letter to Colonel Sharman, to in- 
iSte Ae people to take up arms againft their Government, and 
to eriforce that which would otherwife be denied to them. He 
muft be underftood, therefore, to have expe£l:ed that the people at 
large, by their opinions being collefted, and thofe opinions being 
communicated to the Legillature, would produce that Reform for 
which he wasfo zealous an advocate. 

What, then, has been the condufl: of the prifoner, as teftified 
"by every-part of the evidence in this caufe ? — That he uniformly 
laAed upon theDuke of Richmond's plan ; that he purfued that only 
which the Duke of Richmond wilhed to be carried into effeiSl ; that 
•he promoted it by the means by which the Duke of Richmond 
-wiflied to fee it acoompliflied. — Who, then, can fay that he 
oieant any-diing further than the Dake of Richmond meant ? 

L2 Is 
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Is k not, I will alk you, poffible at leaft to put upon thefe tBi 
of the prifoner the conftruftion I put upon the language of die 
Duke of Richmond ? Is it not poffiblcy upon aU thefe a&vthat 
his objeft {hould have been for the Convention to coUeft ihe 
fenfe of the people, and ftate it to Parliament ? I afk you firft^ is 
it not poffible I — ^If it be poffible, and if you find that diat wai 
the Duke of Richmond's plan, and if you find that this man ha| 
univerfally declared that his objeft was only to do that which 4e 
Duke pointed out in his plan> furely you will not then, foi* die 
iake of fixing guilt upon him, prefume that he mean^ more dna 
the Duke^of Richmond meant — but rather inclining on the fide 
of innocence—'-inclining to a' man upon whom guilt i» not di- 
reftiy proved, you will fay that he meant what the Duke of Ridw 
ftiond did meaa*«MJiat he meant this Convention fhould aA as 
the Duke of Richmond meant the people at large (hould a^ by 
fcollefting the general opinion, and conveying it, not by force of 
arms, but peaceably, to the Houie of Commons* 

Crendemen, it is a principle, I think, in the Englifh law, that, 
when the aA of a man is indifferent or doubtful, it fhould radier 
fee attributed to an innocent than a guilty motive. — 'And I hope 
that we have not loft fight of another principle by which Englifb 
juriejs have always been governed ; namely, that if the aS of 
a man be in itfelf indifEerent, and there be evidence, (bme having 
a tendency to fliew^ it criminal, and fome innocent, if the former 
does not mofl clearly overweigh the latter, humanity will turn 
the fcale in favour of innocence. 

With refpeft to this a<Sl of calling a Convention, it being in 
Its nature an innocent ad, you heard read a protefl of feveral 
learned Peers upon a motion that wzs made in the Houfe of 
Lords during the preffure of the American war, when the 
burthens which that war produced were felt heavily by the fub- 
jcft. Lord Shelburne made a motion in the Houfe of Lord^, 
the ultimate objed of which was to decreafe thofe burthens; 
the immediate objedl was, that a Committee (hould be called, 
confifling neither of placemen nor of penfioners, to enquire 
what unneccffary expences arofe in the public expenditure — 

what 
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^Aatunneceflary places exifted— what uimeceflarypenCons hadbeeh 
granted— and to enquire how that expenditure might be lefTened 

After a long debate, the motion was negatived ; but tfaofe who 
were in the minority, if they were weighed not by their number 
but by their merits, would be cdled a ms^ority : — There was at 
dieir head the venerable and learned Earl Camden, as great a 
ConftituticMial Lawyer as this Country has ever feen, and as firm 
H fupporter of its Conftitution. — There were many more, fome 
of whom are now acting in Adminiftration — the Duke of Port- 
land, the Duke of Grafton, Lord Fitewilliam, the Duke of Rut- 
.land, the Duke of Devonfhire, Lord Rockingham, Lord Scar- 
borough, and, true to his old principles, the Duke of Ridi- 
mond ; diey were in the minority ; the motion was negatived ; 
but they protefted againft the negative that was put upon that 
motion; they affigned their reafons to the public — they vrifhed 
po hand down to pofterity their reafons for thinking that that 
Committee ought to have been inftituted, and that enquiry fet on 
^foot ; and the fourth i:eafon which they aflign is this :««^ 
• ^ We are further impelled to prefs this motion, becaufe the 
^ object of it has been feconded and called for by a condderable 
^ majority of the people, who are alfociating for this purpofe, and 
'^ feem determined t<f purfue it by every legal and conftitutional 
** method that can be devifed for its fuccefs. "-—There you have 
Xord Camden's authority, that the people may legally and con- 
iKtutionally aflbciate for the purpofe of obtaining an end which 
appears to them publicly beneficial — ^ And however fome may 
«« zSeSt to be alarmed, as if fuch affociations tended to difturb 
«* the peace, or encroach upon the delegated power of the other 
*' Houfe, we are perfuaded it. has no other view but to coUeft the 
^ fenfe of the people, an^ tq inform the whole body of the Re- 
« prefentatives what arc fhe fentiments of the whole body of 
« their Conftituents.'* 

Then this learned and noble Lcird aflerts the coUeSing the 
Scnk of the people at large to be the objeft of the affociations of 
the people j that the objeft of thofe affociations is.to communi- 
cate to the whole body of the Reprefentatives \rfiat are the 
(^pinions of the whole body of their Conftituents,-r-That was the 
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c>bje& of the man who ftaads at your far$ difttwasthe^bjeSteC^ 
all thofe who a/Qed widi him^ they mesM to caU^ not aliafl»* 
ciartion of the whde people, but fomethbg le& tuayjitu^Mh^ 
Convention of Delegates lent by the people at large, hy whofc 
mean& they might coUe£l what were die opinions of the whole 
body of their Conftituexits, and laight, by ^ (ai^e Orgjaa, cem^ 
municatc them to the whole body of their Reprefentatives.-** 
^ And if it be a&ed what farther is to be done if thefe petitions 
^c are rejeded, the beft anfwer is, that the cafe cannot be (up- 
<^ pofed; for although, upon a few feparate petitions, it may 
« be fairly faid that the other Houfe ought tot to be decide^ by 
« a part only of their Conftituents, yet it cannot, be prefiwaod 
'< they will a£l in defiance of the luiited wiibes of the wboile 
^ people, or indeed of any great and notorious majority."*^ 
Then here I get another ftep : — Separate petitions had been rc- 
jeded i feparate petitions might be reje^ed j the Houfe of Cqdh 
mons might not feel it neceilary to attend to feparate petitions 
but if a petition could be got from thefe general ailbciations of 
the people, fuch a petition would be legal and conflitutional, and, 
according to the opinion of Lord Camden, ought to be attended 
to-*-ought to have fo much weight, in his eftimation,, that it is 
not to be fuppofed that fo wife a body as the Houfe of Commons 
would not yield to it. 

Gentlemen, is that illegal to which Lord Camden, fo great 
a Lawyer, gives fuch an effeSt when he ftates, ^at petitions 
offered by the general afibciations of the pec^e, ought to be ati 
tended to by the Houfe of Commons, and that it is inconfifieni^ 
with their wifdom to xeje£k them ?*— Does not he, by this protefl?, 
hold out to the public, that, when feparate petitions are rejei^d, 
the obje£t of which is thought conducive to the public good, 
it is the right of the people to afFociate for that public good^ 
and, being alTociated, to prefent fuch petitions as Lord Camden 
tells them are not likely to be rcje£lcd f 

** It is admitted that the Houfe of Commons have a power to 
** vote as they think fit, but it is not poffible to conceive that (b 
^^ wife an afTembly will ever be rafh enough to rejeS fuch petitionS| 
^ and by liiat means caufe this dangerous ^neftiou to be ftarted, 

"and 



^ and agitated whether they h^tve not broke their truft f The yoke* 
^ rf the people will certainly be complied with ; Minifters may, as 
^ they fecm to have done in a recent fnftance, deprive ajiy maijt 
« of what he holds, at dneir pleafure, for prefuming to exercife his 
^ undoubted right of thinking for himfelf on thefe and other public 
^ fiibjed^^ but it will not be wife in them to treat thefe afibcia- 
^ tions with contempt, or call them by the invidious name of 
*^ fodHon, a name by which the mii^rity of both Houfes of Par^ 
^ iiament have been fo frequently and fo fijfely calumniated, bcr 
^ oaufe the name fo applied, will recoil bac]c upon themfelves, 
^ when aSing againft the general fenfe of the nation, nor wiU 
^ they be able to reprefent the^e numbers, fo refpedtiUl La rank 
^ and property, as they did but too fuccefsfully the difcontented 
^Americans, as a mob of indigent and feditipus incendiaries, be- 
^ becaufe the people to whokn this is addrefled, are the very peor 
^ pie that are abufed^ and every man bears within himfelf the 
^ teftimony of its falfliood,-' 

Geoitl^men, my rcafon for bringing fonyard this proteft to you, 
is that yqu may fee that it has been the opinion of great and en- 
lightened men in this Country, that afibciations of the people jfof 
the purpofe of obtaining that which they conceive to be a redrefs 
of a national grievance, are not only lawful but 90iTunendablej 
for if they were only ftri<SHy lawful and were not commendable, 
we ftould not fee the names of fuch mtn as we do fee at the bot- 
tom of this proteft, publickly declaj ing, that becaufe this ap-» 
pcaied to be the voice of the people cpUe(3ed in their aflociatrians, 
lljcrcfbre ijt was ii?confiftent with the ^ifdom of the Houfe of 
Commons to rejeft the prayer of thefe petiripns. 

Now, Gentleman, if this be fo— nif this man at ^e bar has al- 
ways afted upon the Duke of Richmond's plan— nf the Duke of 
jUchmond has conftantly pointed out to him in all his publica- 
^*Wte — (it is not neceflary for me to go into more Aan that which 
* have ftated) that there exifts this corruption in the ftate, which 
^y be rem^ied by thefe means — that the people have a right to 
^ for themfelves in the \jray I have ftated ^ if it be the opinion 
^ men fo eminent as thofe, whofe names you have heard are at 
^ bottom ^ this proteft, &^ s^ociations of this fort ought to be 
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attended t6> how is the prifoner implicated iii any guilt diarge^ 
upon him in this indidhnent? Recolledlthe principle whidit- 
have ftated, and which cannot I am fure be denied> that if you 
can attribute his a^ns to an innocent motive you ought not to 
afcribe them to a criminal one-^I defy any man to fay, that tfaero ~ 
is direct proof, that the prifoner prepared any force for fupport* 
ing this Convention; and then if you find he has conftantly de* 
clared that he followed plans of a different nature, if you find tha^^ 
general aifociations for fuch a purpofe are lawful, how can you* 
fay, that he whoproje£led only die calling a Convention* for ^' 
purpofe of Parliamentary Reform— -who ftates, that it was fop 
the purpofe of taking into confideration the proper modes for ob- 
taining a full and fair reprefentation of the people ? How can you 
prefume againft the conftant tenor of his life-«againft the cooftant 
language he held upon the fubjedl: — againft the conduct of tbt 
man, whofe precepts he has conftantly followed — againft the doc- 
trine laid down in this proteft, that aflfociations for this purpofe 
are legal and conftitutional ? I^ow can you prefume againft all 
this, that his condu& was not legal and conftitutional, though 
healw^ws profefTed to follow the examples of men whc\a£ked legally 
and Conftitutionally; though he profefTes in his refolutions tp (q^o^if 
them only by legal and cpnftitutional means ? How can you pre^ 
fvime that he had that illegal intent which the indi£bnent charges 
him with, namQly, that he called this Convention for the pur-t 
pofe, by force pf arms, of depofing the King^ and putting him to 
death i th^t WQuld not be a charitable conclnfion— it would not 
l^c a conclufion to which Englifhmen have ever upon fuch evir 
dence arrived, and I am fure therefore that it will not be yours. 
. Let me fuppofe for a moment, that that noble perfon who has 
given his evidence in this caufe, could defcend from his high 
ftation, and become the advocate of this prifonert What would 
he have had to fay in his defence; would he. not fey, *' Look to 
*^ the origin of this; it was my plan, he is my difciple, he has fol- 
^ Ipwed my doftrine, he has purfued my principles by the means 
*' which I pointed out to him; I told the public that Annual Par- 
** liaments and Univerfal Suffrage, was the only reform to be. 
^ intrpduged intp the tfpufe of Commons, which would remove 
4 " « the 
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^f ^ihegrievances under which we labouN-^I told this public, that^ 
<^ they had aright to aflemble, and to make their voice heard in 
« the Houfe of Commons ; I not only told the public this at the time 
** when I brought forward my motion, but I left with the public 
« the reafons which induced me to form this opinion, and thefe 
^ reafons have fince been operating upon the mind of this man at 
« thebar— *his fins, if he has finned, are upon my head; if he has 
^ been mifled, he has been mifled by me, he has purfued the fame 
^ obje^ by the fame means; but (it is faid) he has uied harfh 
^. language, he has entered into improvident refolutions. Why 
^ he may; he is an ignorant man; his refolutions may have been 
** improvident ; may have been rafh ; may have been illegal ; his 
** language may have been fo — ^but when I have led him to 
" this; when I gave him the principle; when his end is the fame 
^ as nune; when the means he ufesare the famt : namely, by the 
** intervention of the people; a little indifcretion; a little vio- 
^ knee of language, and even a little illegality, is to be excufcd 
^ in a man in his fituation. 

• I have high rank in the State ; I have the advantages of great 

^abilities; great induftry; education; experience; knowledge; 

*^ and an enlightened mind to direfl: me; I ufed them all, en- 

I ^ deavouring to lead my judgment to a true conclufion, upon 

} ^ what was really falutary to the public upon this fubjeft; they 

I "led me to conclude, that Annual Parliaments and Univerfal 

! • Suffrage, were the only means by which the public could be 

^ feved; and led me alfo to conclude, that the people had a right 

" to Annual Parliaments and Univerlal Suffrage; and that if the 

^ Houfe of Commons did not grant them upon private petitions, 

*^ thatto the people was the proper appeal, and the people would 

^ ften make their own voice heard by the Houfe of Commons; 

' this I told the poor man; he learned it from me; he has not 

Hfiy advantages; with all thefe advantages I entertained the 

Opinion which this man, who has none of them, following me, . 

entertains ; he has on his fide nothing but ignorance; it is not 

* Avonderful that he fhould have been convinced by the reafons 

^ich I publiflied, and which induced me to entertain this 

. opinion of a Convention of the People, nothing on the other 

"fide 
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^ fide haying been pubUflned, which could come into his hmit 
'^ thier efcrc furely it is reaibnable to eacpe^t that you will prefumo' 
*^ late haa wSkd bona fide. 

« But he ha& gone greater letigdi$ dun I have; well, that may 
^ be excui^ in biiB; he is an ignorant man, he has not the ad- 
<^ V2tfitages I have; he \m m% had the advice I might have to- 
^ follow; he has; met, too, with greater provopitions than I eroi* 
'^ met with; I had a large train of followers in the Houfeof 
^ Lords; the propofitions which I brought forward, wieve never' 
<^ rejected with difihin and contumely; I had never the pooyqcir 
^ tion that this man has had from the treatment that Im has re* 
<^. oeived; I will not enqi^Mre whether die provocation he weU| 
^ or ill founded, but it rs Aill provocation whiph a common mind 
^ was likely to be moved l>)i." 

Gentlemen, the^ ave the topics which the Duke of Rkhmeod 
himfelf, if he could be placed in my jGtuatio|i> and argue the cafe 
of the prifoner, would urge to you; but if he feh for a moment' 
that this man's life was in danger, his bipod would curdle in his' 
veins; he would fhudder at the mifchiefe produced by his pubii-» 
cution, and wiih in vain to recall it; be would implore you upont' 
his knees, not to find any guilt in Mr. Hardy, that you ^ould not 
be ready to find in him; he would tell you that the prifoner has 
done nothing which is not imputable to him, nothing which he 
would not have done himfelf; that his principles are the fame, hisi 
Qbje£ls the iame; ihat the means of attaining thefe obje£h avowed- 
by him, and proved in this caufe, are die fame; not a fingle ex-r ' 
pref&on has been proved upon Mr. Hardy, tending a difierent' 
way, and furely, Gentlemen, it is a great excufe for a man in the 
fituation of life in which the prifoner ftands, to urge that he fidr 
lowed die fame objeS which the Duke of lUchmond pdnts out by 
the fame means ; I fay by the £une means, hecaufe it is not 
proved by that plain direS and manifeft proof which the ftatute 
calls for, and which Lord Coke &y5 is required) that he has 
uied any other ; then permit me to add that the circumftance of hi^ 
having always avowed an adherence to the plan of the Duke of 
Richmond, ought to lead you to a conclufion^ that in ^s cafe hq 
meant not to go bejiEond it. 

(/entlem^ 
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Gentlemen^ vifaat I have troubled you "^ith kixheitcs is duefly 
ttpoB tbcgaieralevi4encQofthe plao ^hatkas been laid befbre 
you* 

Gendemen, you collected, from an argument which we had in the 
early part of this caufe^ that none of the evidei|ce admittsed in it, 
ivbich is not brought perfinially home to Mr. Haod}^ o^ght at atl ta^ 
afie£k him, other wife thana3 it may prove (which was the oh}e6k 
of it) a general confpiracy in the Country to call together a Con-r 
vention^which was to be fupported by force againft the Government ; 
with that view nine tenths of the evidence that has been read was 
admitted) and wid) that view only; and it was ftated by the court, 
that Mr.. Hardy was not to be affedkd by any of that evidence, an^ 
further than he might be proved afterwards to be engaged in that 
plot, and (o the extent only that he was proved to be eng^ed in 
it ; namdlyi in the plot of calling together a Convention for the 
purpofe of attaining their end againft the government, by force 
of arms* There is proof enough to fbew diat Mr. Hardy did 
mean that a Convention fbould be called i he certainly did, and 
I dio not difpute it, but the cjueftion for you will be, whether Mr. 
Har<iy, the individual ftanding at your bar, did in his mind in-* 
tend that that Convention ihould a£t by force againft the go^ 
vernment. 

Now, Gentlemen, I wifh it were within the compafs of my 
ability to have feparated the evidence, and to have laid diftin£Uy 
iiefere you, what evidence does apply to Mr. Hardy, upon this 
point. I admit that his cafe requires it I admit that his 
Couafel ought to do it ; and I have but one eoccuie for not doing 
it, which is, that, to the reach of my ability, the thing was im- 
poSthki thou^ I have had the accidental leiiure of a Sunday to 
look into the papers ; yet, from not having a copy of a third part 
of the letters that have been ppoduced in evidence, except thofe 
which are in the report (and I do f)ot mean to blame any one 
chat I have ^em not) though I endeavoured to-do it. I wafted 
a confiderable portion of my tine^ and I found it, at laft, abfolutely 
^practicable. I muft, therefore, leave it «o you. I truft to 
^ur reo^le^on, to the notes which you have taken, and to the. 
fkttcntion you wiU pay to his Locdfbipi when he cones to fum up, 

for 
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ifor diftingiMibing how much of this affe^ Mr. H^j, la «y 
apprehenfion, none of it goes to ihew, that» in his inind. Am 
cxifted a defign of afFedting a Reform in the Parliamenbry 
Heprefq^tation, by force. 

You obferve, Gentlemen, diat, in the former part of mjr 
^rgume^t^ I contended, that there e?cifted no fuch deiign ; if ibert 
did, which is another part of my argument, there is no colour for 
fixing any thing, as it feems to me, upon Mn Hardy, ibc 
prifoner. Gentlemen, it is in evidence to you, diat Mr. HuAj 
has never beei^ without a fpy a$ his elbows for the laft two 
years, from fhc year 179Z till the time that he was apprdiendc^ 
he has ney^r been at any meeting ; he has never been with any 
aiTembly of friends at which there was not prefent fome peffitt, 
who has carried to th^ ears of Government every thii^ that.vai 
(aid, by every perfon, at thefe meetings, Is it not fingufaur tbea, 
that^ with the difpoAtion which thefe men had to produce 9^ 
reform (as I admit they had) that not one iingle expreffion, upon 
^ny occafion, is proved to haye dropped from the moudi 4ii 
Hardy, (hewing difrefpe^ either to the King, or to the Lc»dsl 
3ut I would not rely much upoi^ that ? Is it not alfo fingubur, 
that not even an ha^y expreiHon, not an accidental word, has 
ever fallen from him, to fhew, that it ever was in his earn 
tcmplation to ufe force for any purpofe i And is it poffible, diat, 
if he had conceived, in his mind, a deiign of carrying the projefi 
of that Convention by force, watched as he has beeq, with fpies 
conftan^y about him, fome unguarded word fhould not, at ibme 
time or other, have fallen from him, indicating, that he had 
entertained fuch an intention ? You will obferve, that, diough it 
is a part of the evidence of the Crown to fhew a general plo^ 
and, for th^t purpofe, they have gone into general evidence, yet 
you have another queftion to tryj you are to fay, not only 
whether there was any fuch plot, j but, if there was, wheAcr 
Hardy was an a^Jtpr in it, and embraced, in his mind, aU its 
criminal views ? For you are trying his intentions in calling diis 
'Convention, whether it was the obje£l of his mind, that, when 
called, it fhould a<a by force? No matter who meant it, if he 
did nots. if that was not the intention of Mr. Hardy, you cannot 

find 
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Cjid him guilty ; aiid, if it vms bis ixrtention, I do' think it utttrif 
kiipoiEUe, that going into die hiftorj of his life for two years, 
tjMng into every a& of it, attending him at every meedng that 
he ever attended, with ipies, wfaofe ears were <^>en upon all oc- 
cafions, it is utterly impoffible, I think, diat fixne expreffion, 
fane unguarded word, fliould not have fii&en from Um, fliewii^ 
that this was his intention. No (iidi word is fxoved to have 
6HeA from him ; no expreffion from which it can be prcfumed^ 
Aat he entertained fuch an idea« Is this according to die 
common courie of human zEdoasi Does die hiftory of human 
life fiimifli you widi a fingle inftance of a man, having a certain 
plan in his mind, for two years together, meeting perfons, with 
whom he is fuppofed to have been aflbdated, for the purpofe of 
carrying dat plan into execution, converfing with diem upon 
the fuljeft which would naturally lead to it, yroh the utmoft 
freedom? SuppoAng himfelf not watched; fuppo&ng himfidf tD 
be talking with men, in whom he might repofe die moft certain 
ccmfidence; do you find any inftance, in the hiftory of human 
nature, diat a man, the naoft artful and wily, through the conrfe 
of two whole years, has never in confidence dropt an ezpieflkm, 
Ihewing he entertained that defign which was luricii^ in his 
heart? Does the hiftory of human nature furnifli you widi fiidi 
an inftance ? And, if it does not, furdy jrour humanity, your 
good nature will lead you to fay, that it has not exifted, for the 
£rft time, in this unfortunate man at the bar. Gendemen, you 
are trying an ad of his mind ; you are trying whether it was bis 
intention to compafs this end by force ; if it were not, whether 
fuch was the intention of any other perfon is immaterial. Then, 
if he has never fuffered to efcape from him an expreffion, from 
.which that can be coUeded; if all that has fallen from his lips, 
for the laft two years, has been communicated to thofe who accufe 
him, being, as he fuppofed himfelf always to be, in company with 
friends and confidents, when he was in company with fpies, 
.furely it is too hard to fay, that he entertained in his mind, during 
all this time, a project, concerning which he never, uttered a 
fyllable, even to thofe with whom it is pretended that he con- 
fpired \ that is too much {qt human credulity to give faith to. 

If 
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tlf Mr. Hardy were a man df proffigate manners and diiBpate^ 
Afe^ if he "Wtre a man likely, from tfee tenor of h» coitdufl^ w 
YUfli iflteo a plan ctf* this fert^ jf I cemld prefome, jrom his genenl 
•kd>its, ^sft he was £i{>o(ed to entertain and to purftie ridleift 
ikjeStBy by violent means, there might be fotnediing in this cafej 
hat yoa have heard Ae chara^er that has been giv'en of hihi.-* 
I think I never heard fo umvepfal and complete a chatader gi vci 
Jby fe many peribfts, of ah ifidividud in his fituation, inmy life^ 
.All forts of perfons halve been called to yow ; his ncfighboors, Uk 
itieaois ; Aofe with whdmJie lived in intimacy ; thcfc t>f the'&ne 
iifofftiefs with himielf; feme bis -cottntrymen; fomc twtt JUtt 
■tfiemi, conctir in faying^ that he is a man df die moft amiable -di& 
pofition, and refpeSaWe charaifter^ that 'be is a man -of the mdt 
.|Kiaecibk mind; that lie is the laft -man in the "world whom ditjr 
ihoold ever tfaitlk oapaible cf entertatmng fach a projeft as is Tvrif 
impvted to htm. 

The Mkiifter whom be attends has hten cdled; he notorily 
tbysj ihsit bis icondwft in Kfe has ^been exemplaty, tiis -matuicrs 
\ainiabfe end peaeealiSb, but he 'tells you, that, converfing Swfli 
.him tipon polipcal ^bje^, ?ie eirfeavoured to draw from hhft 
what his object wa§, and 'the means by which he meant to attain 
<hat object ; that he dwsiys told him, it was Parliamentary RdRMin, 
Topon the Duke of Richmond's plan, and that the means by Whidi 
he meant to obtain that object were peaceable. You obferve,^ 
that thefe witneffes, whom we called to his diaracter, were not 
aTl people of his way of thinking, but diat feme had differed with 
him in politics. 'I believe that is m evidence. I knoWy how- 
ever, the fact to be^fo. They all concurred in faying, thst, 
during all the time they have known him, fome for twenty years, 
bis matters whom he ferved, all concurred m feying, a better 
character never belonged to man. 

Gentlemen, this is a cafe in which, of all others, a peaceable 
character ought to weigh; becaufe this is a-cafe in which you 
are trying the act of the prifoner's njind ; in whidi you are 
.trying, whether he had confpired with others to ptrfl down Ais 
Government by force ? Whether he was ready to take arms in 
his jQwn. hand, and attack the '^abUfhed -Powers of the Cotmtry'f 
S That 
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That IS the qUeftlon you are to try; and, if yoii find ?ny thing 
ihort of that; if you do not find, that it was the defign of 
Mr. Hardy to attsK^ the GoH^AmheM by ^rce, through the 
means of a Convention, it is impoflible you fliould find him 
guilty. 

Th^ G^ndanu^ tmif tKis dlfeMet^ ought to Wdgh;— • 
Ibrriy a man xjf fiiOl petieebble Ai^uwets ^ birforig to faktv iM%ht 
Mt lightly to be ^^^llMAkd ^{^Me 6t fvksh aH «Ct> ttid'WhM 
JpU^add^toO) that his cmMtt hafttNetomeftdiligemlyfcru^sdlv 
he twoyebt^ iii ft 6u(}d»i»r WhK^no liian cmM be ^aWait of} 
y0ben yo^ fini, that ^tf^ iwe acquainted (ivith every didughfc Hf hk 
BMnd, thiit ha!^ fbuAd ^xpi^effibh by hi^ 'tOfigue, and tiiat no word 
kas ever fallen fr^iii Ittifi, indicting a crimihid intention, k is 
not too fnu<^h to expect you to^iay^ that, wlnitie^T other -tncn trnj 
have intended upoi<i iMs (iiis^t, tie bad not diofe vi^^M vAAdk 
are imput^ to hiito^ ft&d ^rdbre ought to have y6tfr ^(^efdiet in 
his favour. 

Gendenfe^ lA ^e I'^^iilind j^ou agaki df what A(? fii«)6it is 
%vhich yoli h^i^e to ^ ;-'-4t 4s, v^hetfcer i/tt. l^dy, at the tint 
he concurred in tlfe tefeluti^n jfor cilK^g this CohVc^Mion, di4 
faimfelf perfonafly ihdan, 4ltmt Ae 'CohVeM^dn^ being catledrihiouM 
tiA by Ibrce of arms againft Ae GovemmeiM ? That is die fcbk 
Vhich you hacve to try.-i-Mr. Hsirdy'^ life ■ has -been fifted,H-*it is 
taot^proved^ ^at, throu^ the whole ^6)«rfe ^f it, converting with 
men upon the Aibje^ of iMs intended Convention, and <tf liie 
Parliamentsuy Reform meant to be eiFeAed by it, he ever dropped 
« fingle eSEpreflion, from which it can be collected, diat he meaivt 
lo ufe fofce^ if he did not mean to«fe fmre, hemuft be acquitted 
x>f the charge now brought againft him. — ^T*hat he did 'not, I 
iChink this evidence goes fiilly to the proof of; and, tJiereforo, 
I truft in God that you will give him your Verdid of Ac* 
T^uittal. 
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Mr. Solicitor GsNERALi 

May it plea(e your Lordfhips.-— Gentlemen of the Jury, 
The defence <tf the prifoner being now dofed, iris my duty 
toaddrefs: you in reply to what has fallen firom the Counfel) and 
for die purpofe of (in fome degree) fiunming up the evidence 
that has been given* You have no doubt been impreiled witb 
tbe very able and very powerful fpeedi which you have lift 
heard delivered ; and I am happy in the opportunity of congnw 
tulating myfelf) and the profeffion, upon the exertions of abi'* 
lities which I think have been equal to any which I have eye^ 
witnefled* The prifoner, I am fure, has been moft ably 4e4 
lended ;. and if the defence is unequal to the purpofe, it is becaufe 
his cafe is indefencible, and not becaufe full juftice has not been 
done to him. 

I muft confefs, however, that with refpeS; to one thiilg which 
fell from the leading Counfel for the prifoner, and whidi wis 
repeated In the courfe of what he iaid to you Gentlemen, I fdt 
great furprife. I refer to what he faid when he talked to you of 
the policy of a verdi£t — ^I have ever been taught to think that a 
Jury of Engliflimen, fworn to decide upon the life of their 
fellow Engliihman, are to decide only according to the trudi of 
the cafe which is made out in evidence before them, withoulf 
turning afide to the right, or to the left, keeping perpetually the 
diredl courfe, and attending only to the evidence before theni| 
the law as it afFeds that evidence, and what is the conclufioi 
which they ought to cpme to, without entering into a confident 
tion, either op the one fid? or the other, of any political cir- 
cumftances whatever; and, much (^oul.d we have to lament^ if 
political circumftances, or any circumftances beyond the partk^ 
cular cafe before the Jury, {hould in any degree weigh ynA 
them. The trial by Jury is the great fafety of the State itfel^ 
and of every individual member. If we fufFer it to be perverted 
one way, or the other, we remove from the Conftitution of the 
Government tbe great controul which the people of this country 

have 



( t6i ) 

hzre referved In their own hands; that controul Which pre* 
Vented the tyranny of a Cromwell from reaching to fuch extent as 
it might have done^ which firft: fhodc James the Second upon his 
throne, and which at all times has preferved, and Which at dl 
times will, I trlift, be fbtlnd fiifficient to preferve the rights 
and privileges of the {uhjeSt^ as well as the Conftitutbn of the 
State. 

In common and Ordinary criminal 'cafes, beyond the parti- 
cular cafe^ and beyond the mifchief that may ariie from crimen 
going unpunifhedj in whatercr way the verdift is given, no 
great inconvenience can refultj but in cafes which fo greatly 
kffea the State as the Charge of High Treafon docs, the fafety 
of the State itfelf may be fatally involved — But it is your dlity 
to difcard even that confideration* You are limply to give your 
verdift according to that Which in your confciences you (hall be- 
lieve to be the truth of the Cafe, as made out to you in evidence, 
and wholly to difcard every other confideration* 

Gentlemen, in following my learned friends, who have ap- 
peared as Counfel for the prifoner, I have confiderable difficulty 
— a difficulty which, perhapS5 in fome degree the cafe impofes 
tipon me, but I think dius hr appears clear^ that they have not 
attempted to invalidate the truth of any one important fadi^ but 
bs far as I am able to judge, the truth of every important faft 
ftands, in effeft) admitted upon the defence Which the prifoner's 
Counfel have made. They have endeavoured to qualify ; they 
have endeavoured to throw fome obloquy upon particular wit- 
ncKes', but I think you will obferve, that, upon the wfcole, every 
attempt of that fort (in fome refpefts^ perhaps, juftly founded), 
but every attempt of that fort has failed of fhaking the main 
great points of the cafe. On the contrary, my learned friends, 
with a great degree of judgment, have omitted even to toucli 
Upon fome of the ftrong parts of the cafe* I would alfo obferve 
Aat the fads which have been ftated by the witnefTes who have 
given parol teftiihony, are fefts in general to which great num- 
bers were alfo privy, which might, therefore, be contradiftcd 
by great numbers, if they had not been truly ftated by the 
witneffes, and, therefore, you have tixe ftrongeft ground for pre- 
VoL. IV. M fuming 
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ilimmg that it was impoflible by the production of any irit^ 
neffes againft them to touch thefe facts. With refpe<a to on$ 
of themj which I obferve was particularly noticed by Mr, 
Gibbs, I mean what paffed on the 2d of May, where he diofe 
to fuppofe there might be a confiderable degree of difficulty in 
finding out what queftipns to afk the witnefs, or finding out 
perfons who could give evidence to contradift him, I believe 
ihere were at the moment feveral Gentlemen in Court who were 
■prefent upon that occafion, one of them an Officer of the Cour^ 
whom I have feen here conflantly during the trial,. who fat next 
Mr, Heme Tooke at that meeting, and who could have con- 
tradifted Mr. Groves, if he had faid any thing untrue. With 
refpeft to fome part of what has been urged by my learned 
friends, I really have thought It an attack upon Mr. Burke, the 
Duke of Richmond, his Majefly's Miniftry, the Confltitudon 
itfelf, rather than a defence of the prifoner at the bar. All 
thefe confiderations, it appears to me, ought to be thrown en- 
tirely out of the cafe. You are merely to decide upon the evi- 
.dence before you, and upon that evidence as it applies to the 
prifoner. Conceiving, therefore, that my friends have not been 
able materially to fhakc any of the important fails of the cafe^ 
I fhall very fhortly take a view of th^ law of the cafe, and coo- 
fider it with reference to what appears to me to be the flriking 
and leading fads. But it is neceifary firft to obferve, that as 
the meaning and intention of the a£ls imputed to the prifoner arc 
, more queflioncd than the a(Ss themfelves, it may be important 
a little to attend to the evidence as it may appear to impute 
that meaning and intent to him, in common with a great num- 
ber of other perfons. It did not enter into the mind of the 
Attorney General when he opened this cafe to you, to impute 
to the great mafs of people concerned in thefe tranfadlions any 
fuch meaning or intent as he imputes to the prifoner at the bar. 
He conceived, on the contrary, that the proceedings were, gc- 
, nerally fpeaking, a fyftem of fraud and deception ; alwajrs pro- 
feffing one thing, and really meaning another i confining the 
knowledge of their true meaning and intent to a few perfons, 
. *vho were the directors and the leaders of the whole, who had 

the 



the whole bufinefs in effed under their management If ihi$ 
were matter of doubt with us before the caufe was opened, we 
can have no doubt of it now» It is impoflible to doubt that 
diere was great fecrecy in parts of tihe tranfafHon, that a few 
tran(a£led the whole, and that the reft blindly fubmitted to \diat 
courfe they direded* 

Gentlemen, the whole crofs-examinataon of the Sheffield wit<* 
oefles, and die whole of the original examination of the wit-* 
Defies for the prifoner, and their crofs^examination, feems to me 
to (hew, that a vaft majority of the perfons who were engaged 
in the tranfaSions which have been brought before you for 
difcuffion, have been perfons who implicitly gave up their judg-^ 
ment to their leaders. You will recolle£t the manner in which 
Broomhead defcribed it. He faid, " they liftened to their great 
^ orators, as to their guides and diredors; they had not the 
^* vanity to think that they could form a proper plan of pro \ 
« ceeding; they, therefore, pafl*ed a firing of refolutions," as 
Broomhead diftin£tly ftated, ^^ in compliment to thofe who drew 
** them up, believing thofe perfons to be men of knowledge, 
^ and having confidence in their judgment," Some of them 
appear,, through a perfeSi inattention^ merely to have done as 
others didj and Dowling, you will recoiled, in fpeaking of the 
tranfadions at Chalk Farm, faid, that when the refolutions were 
read, and fpeeches made, he was at fuch a diftance he could not 
hesu" what was faid, but gave his vote in confequence of feeing 
all the reft vote. Some of them defcribed themfelves as being 
totally inattentive. You will recollea Archibald Hunter, a 
man who defcribed himfelf at laft, as having been a hair-drefler 
and perfumer ; but who had, as he reprefented, forgotten what 
trade he had been of before he lived upon his means. He ftated 
that he heard the refolutions at Chalk Farm and the Globe 
Tavern read, but he did not vote; he took no part in them; 
and he faid of himfelf, that this arofe merely from the inattention 
which pervades his whole conduft. I can eafily believe that 
many other perfons were as inattentive as this man was, and en- 
gaged as he did in fuch Societies as this, without adverting to 
confequences. It is indeed miferablej that there flxould be fuch 
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ftitfn, tiit moVc riiKerabte that there fliould be perfons. w(i6 flt^ 
upon them to lead fuch mefi, and to decide for them upon afl* 
ivhich arei anqueftionably, at leaft of great importance, not 
only to thofe men themfelves, but t& every other man who lirrt 
in this country. For inattentive men, like thefe, might be led 
to the moft violent meafures, without in the leaft judging firf 
themfelves upon the fubjeft* 

Gentlemen^ almofl: cVery one of the witnefles t^o tvere pft>« 
duced on the part of the prifoner from the London Correfpoirf- 
ing Society (for I think there is only one from the ConfritutJ(Mrf 
Society) but almoft every one of the witneffcS for the prifcncr 
from the London Correfponding Society has been of this tfe^ 
fcriptiorij and the only witnefs vMo was of the Conftitutionrf 
Society, Was Mr* Wills, the danciiig-mafter^ who Was a mem* 
ber of both Societies. He faid he was littte acqtfamted with 
tlieir proceedings; he never Idoked into their books, though it 
appeared that the books of the Conftitutional Society conftantljr 
lay upon their table ; he iK-vcr heard of a Secret Committee, or 
k Committee of Correfpondence, till he read ft in the newt 
papers^ though it has been proved that the whole bwfinefe wai 
traiifafled by the Coiinnittee of Correfpondence, or Secret Com- 
mittee. That Committee was not, indeed, orrginatly named 
a Secret Committee^ but it got that name, as a nick name, from 
all its proceedings being fecret ; and finally it got that name from 
fts very members* Upon the whole of the evidence of Wilh, ytni 
Jnuft be perfuaded that he was not a man whom they wDitld haVft | 
fought as a member of either of the Societies from any other itto- I 
live, than that he appeared very willing to part with hrsmoney, j 
and probably was in better circumftaiKcs than moft of them wcit* 
The producing witnefles of this kind is a ftrong rir- 
cumftance; becaufe if they had meant that the tranfiSionB 
of the London Correfponding Society (bould be openly ex- 
amined ; if they had thought the tranfe<3:ionS' of tiiat Society 
could bear the face of open day, would they not have brought 
the ading men, the managers of the Society, thofe menTfte 
had been Delegates, who had been of the Committees, ib fir as 
they; were not direftly implicated in die accwfetion now imfc 



Bitf not one man is brought foriyard, who has ever been a 
regular, conftant attendant of the London Corre/ponding Society; 
for, to the beft of my recollection, the greater part of thofe they 
did bring, had no^ attended the fociety for a confiderable time 
before the prifoner was taken up; fo that with all the recent 
^anfactions they were utterly unacquaiivted Recording to my 
recollection, Dowling and Hunter were the only perfQns wL^ 
bad been prefeiit at any of the recent tranlactions, and they coul4 
jgive no account of. them. Hunter from his inattention j an4 
{fowling did not admit, that he had been any where but at Chalk 
f arai, and he did not hear what pafled Ithere^ 

There were, however, among the perfons thus deluded, fome 
Hien of more obferyation, or better underftanding 5 a^d this I 
particularly apply to one of the Sheffield wijtneffes ; a man. of the 
4iame of Widdifon. You will recollect: the circumftances under 
>which h^ gave his evident 2, and the temper with which he gave 
it. For I muft beg to deny what is aflerted by the Counfel for 
^ prifoner, that you are to give equal credit to eyery part of 
what a witnefs fays.-*- When a Jury perceives, that a witnefs has 
^ bias upon his mind, they are to try his creditp according to 
jhat bias.. — It would, unqueftionably, be neceffary -to do fo, if his 
bias arofe from any oriier caufe; but, if it arofe from prejudice, 
you are, neverthelefs, to weigh that circumftance, and fee how 
|C afie<3ts his credit, for the moft honeft man in the world 
would be mifled by that kind of bias; and when you hear perfons 
giving their evidence, and perceiye, from the manner in which 
fhiey give it, and from the terms which they ufe, jhat they have ^ 
bias upon their minds, you are to determine which way that 
bias lies, and tp give a diie degree of credit tg their teftimony, 
Slaving regard to the probable eiFed of that bias. 

Gentlemen, Widdifpn ftates that which muft induce you tq 
think, that h had, at length, feen through the veil which covere4 
[lliefe proceedings, for Wid4ifon l^ates, that he f^ad agreed 
in <)pinion with Yorkip ; that fome few weeks before Yorke left 
-3hefEeld, he had a convcrfation with him about Univerfal 
Suffrage; he told Yorke, he thought that was going too far, an4 
(hat be vfo\i\d have AgChing more to do Vfi^ \U Wl^t coulc) 
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Bave made diis alteration in the mind of Widdifon, if he had not ]& 
perceived, as the matter developed itfelf, things which were con^' i& 
cealed from him before ? As he ifaw further into the bufinelsi 
be diought he faw danger in it, and therefore he would have no- 
thing more to do with it. 

Gentlemen, you will recollect that Widdifon was one of dxi 
Sheffield Committee, and yet he never faw Davifon's letter aBout 
the pikes. — ^Now that is an extremely ftriking circumfbmoe; 
becaufe it (hews, that thofe who had the management of affiurs 
at Sheffield, began to find that Widdifon did fee a little into the 
bufinefs, and therefore that very important letter was not conif 
municated to him. — ^I think you will likewife fee, that Broombead 
began to have a few fcruples upon the fubje£t, by the nature tf 
his evidence. You obferve, he knew nothing of this letter. 
The letter originally propofed, that Mr. Hardy fhould fend hii 
addrefs, with refpeil to the pikes, to Broomhead. Broomhetd'f 
name is flruck out, and Moody's inferted in the ftead of it 
Whence could that arife? Broomhead was a very obicureimn^ 
and it was not likely much fufpicion fhould arife from his name. 
'They find out a man, who, from his own defcription of himie^ 
was not likely to know any thing of the matter, and he fuiTered 
his name to be ufed, without any confideration whatever of the 
confequences. 

Gentlemen, it flrikes me, and I think, when I come to 
examine it, you will be equally perfuaded, that the whole <rf 
that tran{a£tion, with refped to the pikes, at Sheffield, was an 
impofition upon the minds of the people there. For what was 
the cafe? The alarm was fpread — ^how, God knows-— but an 
alarm was fpread, that the Ariftocrats, as they called them, were 
going to arm agalnft them, and to difperfe their meetings. Fer 
you are told that Yorke, Gale, and Davifon, — an4,you recollect 
that Gale has abfconded, as has been proved in tlie caufe, and fc 
has Davifon — Yorke, Gale, and Davifon, tell them, that it was 
lawful for them to have arms ; that they were entitled, by the Bill 
of Rights, to have arms for their defence ; that this Ariftecratic 
party would certainly attack them, and therefore they ought t» 
provide arms. It is clear, that fuch difcourfe had been hdd-at 
J » ' SheffieMi 
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'Sheffield; it is clear, that, fn confequence of that difcourfe, die 
minds of thefe people had been agitated with the idea of a civil 
commotion ; that they were afraid of fome attack upon them- 
felves ; and, und^r that impreflion, Aey had provided themfelves 
with pikes. Widdifon always faid, he would have nothing to do 
with it; and you will likewife remember, that Broomhead told 
you, there were expreffions of Mr. Yorke, which he recoUcded, 
as improper expreffions, becaufe he felt p^n when they were 
tffed. 

Thefe men were men of that defcription, that it required, diat 
diey fhould be alarmed to a great degree to Induce them to arm 
themfelves, under pretence of defending themfelves ; but when 
they were once armed, of what importance was it, whether the' 
ground upon which they had been induced to arm, was to defend- 
themfelves, or not ? If they had the arms in their hands, they 
might ufe them ofFenfively, as well as defenfively. That the^ 
perfons who had the diredlion of the bufinefs muft very well 
know, and they were not perfons of inferior underftandings.— 
Mr. Yorke has been defcribed as a perfon of very fuperior' 
underftanding. He well knew, that, if thofe perfons apprehended 
any injury to themfelves, an application to a Magiftrate would 
have tended moft efFe<Shially to their proteftion ; but he never 
told them to make that application. He never told them, " If 
** you are afraid of having your houfes burnt, or of being in-* 
** fulted in any way, apply to a Magiftrate for protedHon."' 
No ; he rather chofe to make an impreflion upon their minds by 
what had pafled from the Church and King party. I can eafily 
conceive, that a violent party might have done very improper 
things, and very blameable ; but ufe is made of that to induce 
thefe men to arm themfelves ; and that idea being once enter- 
tained, you can eafily conceive to what length it might be carried, 
particularly when you recollefl: what dropped from one of the 
witnefTes for the prifoner — that there was no difficulty whatever^ 
when the plan was once fettled, of having ten thoufand pikes 
forged at Sheffield, in one day ; therefore, all that was wanted 
was, to have the plan fettled; that they ihould have fome pikes^ 
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fo that they might know what fort of thing to order ; that tlifl 
price, Which is a very cheap one, (hould be fixed, and the other 
littb circimiftanccs arranged, of the length qf the pole, and the 
materials of w^ich it was to be made^ and then a very few days 
^ould have armed a very large body of men, at ShciEeld, with 
theie pikes ; and a body, fo armed, might have been ufed m the 
manner which you will recoUe£l Yorke ftated to Broomhead, and 
in which thofe who governed them were well difpofed tq ufe 
them ; namely, that rather than be trampled upon, in the way tu 
which they wore fuppofed to be trampled upon, he would hive 
gone, at their head, to London. A body of ten thpuiaad men, 
with pikes, thus led, migbt have been like the A^r&llois you 
have fo often heard of, who have acted, at Paris, in a manner not 
the moft agreeable to humanity. 

Gentlemen, in confequence of this plan of fraud, and of dii^ 
credulity, you wjll remember, that motions were made on purpofc 
to be rejected. That has been clearly proved in the traniactioDS 
at Sheffield. The motion to petition Parliament was made, un- 
queftionably, for the fimple and only purpofe of being rejected^ 
in order to its being the foundation of the fubfcquent proceed- 
ings. Do men mean to act fairly and honeflly, who act in that 
way? And did the bqdy of people, who attended upon that oc- 
cafion, kno\v, that that was a contrivance ? The evidence has 
diflinctly fliqwn to you, that they did not know that it was a 
contrivance. When thcfc men publifhed to the world, in the 
printed proceedings of what paflTed at Sheffield, that a motion had 
been made for a petition to Parliament, and had been rejected. 
and fo on, was It not held out to the world as a fair bqna fide pro- 
cecding ? That the motion had been made, and rejected, becaufc 
there were reafons for rejecting it ? Whereas, in truth, and in 
fact, no fuch difciiffion ever took place j it was determined on 
before; hand ; it was made for the purpofe of being rejected ; anc) 
then, being rejected, other proceedings were directly to follow, 
I think, alfo, there can be little rtx)m to doubt, though there is 
not direct proof of it, diat the proceedings, at Sheffield, were 
printed before the meeting was held. I'hey wefe priotcd, cer- 
tainly) 
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fainly, according to the account which Broomhead gave, as nearlj 
as poiEble to the. time ; fo that (hey muft have been prepared for 
printing at }ea0 before the meeting was actually held. 

The proceedings at the Globe Tavern, you recollect, wcxe 
printed, to be delivered on the eighteenth \ whereas the mcetii^ 
was not till the twentieth. So it was determined bcfore-handt 
ihat certain refolutlons ihould be pafTcdj that certain things 
ihould be done; the whole proceedings which actually paiTed at 
the Globe Tavern, were all contrived before hand, by a knot of 
people ; and, being fo contrived, an account of tfaenn dc&ribii^ 
them as having palTed, was put into the hands of the printer; 
fuid but for an accident, but for the prifoner's happening to come 
jin the way, the account would have been diflr&buted before Uie 
proceedings were had; for the printer brought two huudral 
copies to the Globe Tavern, and he was told to carry them back 
again, except a few, which were taken, perhaps, to be delivered 
to a few confidential friends^ 

Gentlemen, you will recollect, alfo, that the account of the 
proceedings, at the meeting at Chalk Farm, appeared very early, 
Jt does not clearly appear, that the proceedings were printed 
))efore hand; but they muft have been all arranged before the 
meeting actually took place. 

It feems to me, therefore. Gentlemen, that a fyftem has been 
purfued, which abfolves a great majority of the perfons, although 
pertainly very blameable in many tranfactions in which they have 
been engaged, from a great part of the highly criminal intent 
imputed to the prifpner. They acted carelefsly ; they acted io- 
cautioufly; they gave themfclves up to their leaders — ^but they 
acted without any very diftinct views of what they were doing i 
and they acted (many of them) under delufion, under falfc im- 
preffions. One of the witneflcs, from Sheffield, I recollect, who 
was examined this morning (I have unfortunately miflaid the 
minutes I took of his evidence) but one of them, I recollect, iaid^ 
^t his object folely was, to have things as they were at tlie 
Revolution, in 1688; that glorious event, as he defer ibed it.— 
Now, Gentlemen, let me call to your minds what change has 
^eei> fpade in the Coi^ftitutioa of the Hpuie of Cominonsy fmot 
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tihe Revolution hi 1688 — foon after the Revolution the trienmaT 
bill paffed, and the feptennial aft has fince followed. That Is dir 
fole and only change, fince the Revolution, in the Houfe of Com- 
mons, except feveral bills which have had for their objeft to 
exclude from the Houfe of Commons, perfons holding particular- 
places under the Crown, and perfons having offices in the cdl- 
leftion of the Revenue, which might be confidered as making 
Aem dependant; fo that the alteration in the Houfe of Commons 
fince the year 1688, muft be confidered as rather for the benefit 
of Ae people, than difedvantageous to them; and therefore it is 
clear that the ftatement which had been made to this man on tiie 
fubjeft, was a mere delufion upon his fenfes; it is impoffible that 
the fefts (hould have been ftated to him in fuch a manner as to 
make him fairly comprehend them. And this was not the only 
man who was deceived upon this fubjeft; for I think I remember' 
another witnefs who faid he was for reftoring die conflitution, as 
it was in 1688, 

Gentlemen, the great majority being thus abfolved from the 
high guilt imputable to the few, the few are involved in a guilt of 
fliil deeper die; not only the guilt which arifes from the acts 
which they have committed, but the guilt which arifes from their 
having induced others to be participators in thofe acts; who did 
not know, or who did not attend to what they were about; or 
who were mifled, deceived, and impofed upon, by Aofe who 
took the lead in thefe focieties. Among thefe few, the evidence 
has certainly deeply implicated the prifoner at the bar. He can- 
not excufe himfelf as Broomhead, Dowling, Hunter, Wills, and 
other men of that defcription, have done. He cannot fay he was 
little acquainted with the proceedings of the fociety; that he took 
ho part; that he voted refolutions which he never heard. He can- 
not fay that he never heard of the Committee of Correfpondence, 
of the Secret Committee. The very name — a Secret Com- 
tnittee— fhews that danger was underftood to be in their mea- 
fures; even the names of the members of this committee were 
finally unknown to the refl of the fociety; and by this con- 
trivance, that the exifl:ing Committee fhould be difiblved, but 
fhould nama their fucceflbrs without making the names pf their 
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fticceflbrs known to the reft of the fociety. The confeqtien^ 
teas, that a body was created, fuch as I believe never was per-^ 
mtttedto exift in the government of any ftate. — When this bufi-J 
nefs firft came within my notice, I looked into the conftitutions' 
of thofe ftates which have been fuppofed to have provifions of 
this kind, of the moft extraordinary nature; and I believe di» 
Republic of Venice is confidered as having the moft extraor* 
dinary. They have no provifion fo tyrannical in its nature, or 
which might lead to fuch dreadful confequences, as this Comw 
mittee of Secrecy, the very names of whofe members are ui^ 
known. 

• So that this London Correfponding Society, a little ftate widiSn 
the ftate; for fuch it is, and that is the danger of it, that it is a 
ftate within the great ftate, which is always a dangerous thing to 
the community ; this London Correfponding Society was given 
up to the moft defpotic dominion that was ever exercifed upoa 
men; a dominion over their minds beyond all example; for thcjr 
were led to whatever meafure their Secret Committee^ confiftixig. 
of perfons whofe very names they did not know, might think 
proper to adopt; and that upon grounds of which the reft of the 
ibciety could have no opportunity of judging. 

Gentlemen, the very exiftence of that Secret Committee was 
not only in itfelf dangerous, as it tended to blind their followers, 
while they were leading them to the brink of every thing terrible 
before they knew where they vrere, but it fliews that the difpofi- 
tions and intentions of thofe who formed it, were dangerous 
beyond a poffibility of doubt For how can it enter into die 
heart of man to conceive that their meafures were fuch as they pre- 
tended them to be; a fair, an open, and honeft attempt to remove 
what they confidered to be an abufe — how could they conceive it 
was neceilary for that purpofe to form fuch an inftitution as that 
which I have ftated to you — fuch a proceeding needs no fecrecy ; 
it might have been fiiirly and openly avowed, as it has been fairly 
and openly avowed. For, Gentlemen, in this Country fpecu* 
. lative opinions upon Government, and upon any other fubjedl, if 
they do not immediately, tend, by the proceedings taken, upon 
I. tfaem, by the manner in which they are circulated, and other cir- 
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GiM»({ance$, to difturb the quiet of the States remain untouched-^ 
If (hey do tend todiflurbthe quiet of the State, unqueftion^blji 
tbcy are necefiarily an objctSt of animadverfion; for no State caa 
cxift> if perpetual qieans are taken to difturb the public opinion 
Id favour of its Governmei>t-irfor upon whatrefts the autEority 
tf gU Goverimients — Government can be adiniqiftered only by* 
firvip in proportion to the whole body; nothing can induce ob&r 
jience by the manyv but an opiniqn that in ibme way or other 
their good is beft confulted by that obedieace— Habits of obq* 
«}tence> habits of fubmiffion to particular law3> induce fubmiffioq 
to Governments which \ye (ufedas we are to the Govemn^ent 
which the conftitution of this Country has provided) think terrible, 
That habit of fubmiffioi> induces the inhabitants of thofe Coua- 
fries to continue to fubmit to the inconveniences they experience, 
nther than to endanger their own particular happiqels by re? 
fiftftncf • But if a focictjr may be formed in a ftate, with (adk a 
"^Secret Committee, accompanied with fuch circumftances, it ap- 
pears to me that no flate can be (afe. Ho\vever wifely its Go* 
remment may be conftituted, however properly that Government 
may be adminiflered, (fo far as the imperfection of the humaa 
mind admits of Governments b^ing wifely formed, or wifely ad-v 
miniftered j yet by lowering it in the public opinion, any Govern^ 
ment whatever may be deftr,oyed. 

Gentlemen, you will rccolleft that eyen in the Frericb Revolu-i 
tion, of which we have heard fo much; in the conftitution formed 
by the National Affembly of 1791, that afiembly djd not coiv- 
ceive it poflible for a ftate to exift unlefs feme reftraint was ioH 
pofed upon the extravagance of opinions, when in their circula- 
tion they aimed at the dcftru6i:ion of the ftate. That afiembly al£) 
conceived that a ftate could not exift with fuch a combination ©f 
people in the form of clubs, as appears in this cafe to have been 
eftabliflied in this Country; and one of the laft legacies which they 
left to their fucceflbrs, as the Attorney General obferved, was a 
decree (unfortunately never executed) tending to prevent the 
dangerous efFeft of clubs by aflbciation, affiliation, and delegationi 
which have ever fince ccMitinued to difturb that Country. 
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Oemlcmen, you inll find tbat in die execution of diis pkn^ 
Which I cannot avoid calling a plan of art, of deception, and of 
mifchief, whatever higher name may be attributed to it, die 
prifoner at the bar muft neceflarily have been concerned* For hm 
was the perfon Co whom in the diara£^er of Secretary, ail die 
papers of the fociety were to be iddreiTed, and he wa^ die perfoo 
whofe fignature has been affixed to all fuch papers; and I would 
call to your redolledion^ Gendemen, that the very laft witne& 
called for the prifoner; Mr. Francis^ a gendeman of educationt 
and of fuperior underftanding; confidered the prifoner as ^a 
man of very good fenfe ;'* you will particularly recollect he made 
ufe of that expreffion— you will likewife recollect, that the CIer« 
gyman whom he attended^ defcribed him in the fame way; as 
•* a very (enfible man.** Ybu are not therefore to fiippofe that 
he was himfelf a man deluded. Indeed if you at^nd to die cir« 
cumftances, it is impoffible you (hould imagine that he was — ^you 
will find that Mr« Hardy was at the conftitution of this Secret 
Committee which did what it pleafed, communicadng to 
the Committee of Delegates, letters or parts of IstterSf 
6r keq>ing back letters or parts of letters, as they thought ' 
proper, fo that all their vaft communications by. correfpon- 
dcnce with the country fociedes, was endrely in die hands of 
this fmaU committee, I think of five perfons only — He had alio 
hie private correfpondence and communicadonS) probably un** 
known even to the Secret Committee itfelf. In the very outfet 
of the London Corrcfponding Society, in the fiarraadon of its 
conftitution, you will recdled, and particularly in the progrds 
of it, a very myfterious correfpondence between Mr. Hardy, Mr. 
Vaughan^ and Mn Horne Tooke— you will recoiled the per- 
petual corredlion in the hand writing of Mr. Horne Tooke, of 
divers papers produced to you; fo that (Mr. Home Tooke not 
being a member of the L(mdon Corrcfponding Society) Mr. 
Hardy muft have affced in communication with him, and proba- 
bly, from every diing that appears, in many inftances without any 
communication whatever with the reft of the fociety. The 
prifoiier's connexion iwith Margarot and Skirving, is alfo myfte- 
dous I and it is per6;<5tly plain tbat hq. did not communicate to the 

c delegates 



'( ^7+ ) 

delegates all that pafied between him and Margarot, and Sklhrc 
ing — you will recoiled: that the iirft plan of fending delegates 19 
the Convention at Edinburgh, which afterwards aiTumed the tide 
of the Britifh Convention, originated in a correfpondence be- 
tween the Prifoncr and Skirving, which was exprefsly com- 
municated only to Margaret. It appears by Hardy's letter to 
JSktrving of the 5th of Oftober 1793, that Skirving had written to 
Hardy privately, about fending thefe delegates ; that Hardy had com- 
municated it to Margarot; that they wifhed it to be officially comi^ 
municated to the fociety ; and the prifoner ufes thefe words,'' wifli- 
outany ways mentionii^ that you have written to me privately." 
Gendemen, here you fee was a contrivance to induce the fend- 
ing xielegates from this Country to the Convention which was in- 
tended to be afiembled at Edinburgh; and by whom is the contri-« 
vance ? I do not mean to faiy, that the perfons I am going to namC) 
are all the people that were concerned in it; but they are all whofe 
names appear in this particular tran&£l;ion ; Skirving, Hardy, and 
Margarot ; noother perfon appears at all privy to the original idea— 
on the the 5th of Odlober 1793, Hardy writes to Skirving — From 
that letter it appears, that there had been a private correfpondence 
between him and Skirving upon this fubjeft; that this had been 
communicated only to Margarot; and that Margarpt and Hardy^ 
confulting together, determined that it would be proper, that an 
official letter fhould be written upon the fubjeft, which Hardy 
might be able to fhew to the delegates. If in that official letter 
Skirving had ftated the faft, tjiat there had been a private corre- 
fpondence between himfelf and the prifoner upon the fubjeft, the 
delegates would have faid, " where is that correfpondence? we 
** have never heard of it before." Therefore the prifoner tells 
Skirving, do this " without any ways mentioning that you have 
^ written to me privately." Is it not evident from this letter, 
that the previous correfpondence veas concealed from the reft of 
the fociety, from the Committee of Delegates, even from the 
Committee of Secrecy, as well as the body of the fociety j that 
all this was a contrivance between Skirving, Hardy, and Mar- 
garot, for the purpofe of inducing the fociety to fend delegates to 
this ConveotiQn. Skirving then fends up a letter^ in a great 
■^ hurry. 
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hurry^ laying there was no time to be loft. This the Cqrreipond« 
ing Society is to communicate to the Conftitutional Society, and 
delegates are chofen, and are fent to Edinburgh — ^Probably this 
was a fudden thought J and I think, when I come to inveftigatQ 
the tranfadtion more particularly, you will be of opinion that it 
was fo. But it demonftrates that the prifoner had the con- 
trivance of all the tranfaftions, and particularly of this tranfac- 
tion. 

Gentlemen, if you advert to the correfpondence which took 
place after Margarot and Gerald went to Edinburgh, you wiU 
fee that the correfpondence between the prifoner and them be- 
came partly private, and partly of an official nature ; and there is 
one letter, of the 8th of December,^ I793» in which Margarot 
fays to Hardy, " You may confider this as a private letter; but 
** you may read fuch parts of it as you may think proper, to 
** any member of the Society, efpecially where it may be pro- 
^ du(9:ive of good." Gentlemen, this letter fhews that Mar- 
garot had a perfeft confidence in the prifoner ; that he relied 
upon him in the whole tranfaction, and that he left it to his 
difcretion to produce to the reft of the Society, fuch parts of 
this letter as be fhould think proper to communicate. 

Gentlemen, there are feveral other letters, with which I will 
not trouble you, in which it appears that the fame fort of fecrecy 
was kept up; and on the 17th of April, 1794, there is a letter 
from Margarot to Hardy, in which he exprefsly tells him, " Shew 
" this to nobody." All thefe circumftances feem to make it 
impoilible to confider Mr. Hardy, either as one that could be de- 
ceived, or. as inattentive, or ignorant. He muft be ranked 
in the number of thofe perfons who led the Society, and as 
one of the moft a£tive. 

Gentlemen, confidering him in this light, and conceiving 
therefore that the evidence prefles as ftrongly againft him as 
againft any other man, I fhall endeavour to inveftigate, firft of 
all, the law upon the fubje£t, and then confider how that law ap- 
plies to the fafts ; and I Ihall go pretty much at large into the 
law, in confequence of what pafled from my learned friend who 
led the defence for the prifoner, and who entered pretty mtidi at 

large 
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targe tipon the fubje(3 ; the Gciidemaii who followed him having^ 
sJfo m fome degree addreffed you upon it- 

Gentlemen, the indiftment is framed upon the ftatute of thf 
ft$th Edward II L upon which you have heard a great deal. TW 
jprifoner is charged with High Trcafon in compaiBng the derff 
€jf the Kling 5 and you have been told that the law makts At' 
mere intent, followed by any aft done irt purfuance of 9nt 
intent, amount to the crime of High I'reafon. Therefore the ih' 
di£bnent ftates various a£l:s to have been done by the prJfoncr, in 
purfuance of the alledged intent* The firft of thefe is a con-f 
Jpiracy to procure a Convention to be aflembled, to fubvert Ae 
Legiflature, and depofe the King* Evidence has been given rf 
various matters which I am to contend prove this fed, anJ 
leveral other fefts charged in th? indi£hnent as overt afts ; furf' 
as cortipofing and publifhing various books and papers^ contain- 
ing incitements to fend Delegates to the Convention— confiiliing 
about aflembling fuch Convention — agreeing upon the appomt-» 
nient of a Committee for that purpofe^-^Thcfe are diargo 
which relate to the aflembling the Convention.-»*-There is a 
charge of procuring arms, to oppofe with force the King in Ae 
execution of his authority^ and forcibly to alter the Legiflaturc, 
and depofe the King.— There is another charge of a confpiracy 
to levy war-*- another of a confpiracy to alter the Gorcmmcn 
and depofe the King-*-and others which are nearly of the feme 
effeft, intended to meet all poflible cafes which might arife oh 
the evidence which has been laid before yoo. — ^It is for you 
ti judge, from that evidence, Whether the prifoner at the bar, and - 
thofe with whom it is alledged he confpired, had formed any 
defign which would rehder their minds guilty within- the meaning- 
of the law J and whether he had demonftrated this criniihiB' 
intent by any aft, or adis, in furtherance of it, fo as to bring him 
within the penalty of the law. And, 

Gentlemen, you muft likewife confider, vi^ether Ae afts fo- 
done, have teen proved as the law requires ; that hy one aft By 
two witnefles, or two a<fts each by one witnefs s and whether 
you give credit to the evidence. 
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With refpeft to the formality of the evidence, a$ no obje(ftio!l 
has been taken to it, (and no objedion, I apprehend, could be 
taken to it) I (hall not enter into that fubje(3 ; and I conceive 
tint the only fubje<^ for your confideration now is^ how far you 
arc to give credit to the evidence adduced, and bow far that 
evidence, if credited, gives fuiHcient proof of the charge con- 
tained in die indidment. 

Gentlemen, with refpedl to the queftion of law in the con-» 
ftniftion of this ftatute of the 25 Edward Illi I venture to lay it 
down to you as cljsar law, that forming a defign to take any 
oeafure by which, if purfued, the King's life may be in danger, 
and taking any ftep in purfuance of that defign, brings the man 
vlio is guilty of forming that defign and taking that ftep, within 
the FTovifions of the ftatute ; and that it is perfe«5tiy immaterial 
vheliicr the . a^s propofed to be done, or the meafures taken, 
veie or were not equal to the purpofe. It is fufficient that the 
intent was . conceived, and the a£t done in purfuance of that 
imenL 

Qendemen, before the ftatute of the 25 Edward III. (as has 
bpen repeatedly ftated to you) there was coniiderable uncertainty 
in 4ie law of Treafon. Many a£ls were deemed Treafon, which 
Wcne certainly merely contempts of the King's authority ; and in 
coniequence, the Legiflature was, in the 25 Edward III. called 
Upon to define Treafons. In doing this, the Legiflature muft 
bnre oonfidered, if we fuppofe the perfons who made this law 
to haire had the fenfe and difcretion which ordinarily belongs to 
men in that fituation, and they have been generally confidered as 

QEien poflefled of great wifdom indeed it is a general ob* 

lervation upon the tranfanSUons of the reign of Edward the Third, 
particularly with refpedi to law proceedings, that they were 
dear, plain and unembarrailed, evidently the work of Very fu-^ 
perior me n ■ it muft neceflarily have occurred to them, dut 
it was proper for them to confider, when making the law of 
Treafon, what neceifity there was for providing the law of 
Treafon as a diftinft code. — The neceffity is clear and plain:— 
An aflbciation of people, forming a State, muft have fome form 
q( Government by which the whole body muft be fubmitted 
, Vqi.IV^ N W 
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to fome power. That power is diffcreridy cbnftituted in dfit 
ftrent Governments j but in every Goverrmieirt it muff of ne^- 
ciflity be Sovereign. Whatever that power is, it muft aft tor 
the whole body, rt muft reprefent the whole body, and the iflf 
of that Sovereign power muft, in the government of that State/ 
be taken to be the will of the whole. A State cannot cxift' 
without fuch Sovereign power ; it is the great bond which bindl^ 
the whole together, and makes it really a State (for, without fildi 
a power to control, as well as to direft the anions of all in* 
dividuals in the State, they never could aft as one body, and tat 
a State%thus giving to the whole body the unity which belongs' 
to one perfon. The confequence is, that any attempt to cfeftroy 
the conftitution of the power fo eftabliftied, is neceflSurtly an 
attempt to deftroy the very purpofe of die aflbciation by whictf 
Ae State is formed, and confequently to fubvert the fhite icfelft 
for the conftitution of the Sovereign power is an: eflentid put 
of the agreement, or the compaft, or whatever you will caD k, 
ujDon which the people are united together in one aflbciation. 

Gentlemen, it is the duty, therefore, of every perfon who is 
fubjeft to die Sovereign power of a ftate fo conftituted, to fnp- 
port, to the utmoft of his ability, that power, as the necefiry 
bond of the whole State ; and his afting contrary to that duty 
i^ treachery to the State itfelf, and his crime is denominated 
'freafon.— — ^Gendemen, the true foundation, therefore, of the 
law of Treafon, as a diftinft code, is the neceflity of prori<fing fer 
file fafety of the State itfelf, in the conftitution of its Sovereign 
power ; as the principal object of the ordinary criminal law 
is the perfonal fecurity and particular enjoyments of the fubjectt 
6f the ftate as individuals. It has therefore become mccSEtrji 
hi all Countries, to make a diftinction between thofe acts whidi 
put in hazard the Sovereign power of the ftate, and diofi^ 
which, though they may be contrary to the provifions of iM 
l^ws, are merely contempts of the authority of that Sovereigff 
power to which the framing and execution of die laws is iff- 
frufted, and do hot immediately put in hazard the conftitution of 
the Sovereign power, arid therefore the exiftence of the State 
itfelf i or, if they do iH' fottiQ degree affect v the fafety "of" drf 
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.StsUie^ttre not Confidered as fo.dfuigefous a$ to require the feyew 
.cqcrcion of the law of Treafpn* A^i for inftencej Lil^els^ and 
publications of that kind, though they t«i\d to ^cct the ikfety ^f 
the ftate^ have never been confidered as of that dangerous 
defcription) when ftandjiig alone. 

. When, therefore, the Legiflaturc, In the 25* Of Edward the 
:Third, was called upon to define Trcafon, it was neceflary to ipoiv 
ifidcir what was the degree of treachery Co the State whicb^ &f(;ty of 
the State required fhould be puniibed with the high penalties an- 
ilcxed by law to the crime of Treafon.-.f-For, previous to Ed- 
ward the Third's time, the crime of Trealbn W3is a.crim^ known 
to the law, and its punijhment was defined. The defect in the 
law was, that die crime itfelf was not fo clearly defined as the 
fiifety of the fuhject required ; and therefore the law was madie 
^r the fafety of the fubject, that thofe acts which were not inia 
great a degree dangerous to the ftate, ihould not be fo penal. 

In die execudon of the duty which the Legiilature were called 
upon to difcharge, they declared that the penaldes of High 
Treafon ihould attach upon tbofe who were found guilty of 
compaffing the death of the King, and particular peiibns of his 
£unily ; of levying war within bis realm ; of adhering to the 
King's Enemies, in his realm, or elfewhere; of counterfeiting 
the King's Great and Privy Seal, and other ads of lefs im- 
portance. — At the head of this definition, is the compaffing and 
imagining the death of the King \ fueh compaffing and imai- 
gtning, or purpofe of the mind, being manifefted^ by fome overt 
ai3:.'-Hr-That is the language of our law.— Upon the conftruAion 
(if this law I muft confefs that hitherto no fort of doubt has 
occurred to my mind. It has been attempted by the Counfci for 
the Prifoner to laife a doubt upon it, and particularly by the 
learned Gentleman who is the leading Counfel for the Prifoner.-^ 
[t (eemed to me (and, notwithftanding the explanation which he 
diiought proper to give, it ftill feems to me) that, in fo doing, hf 
M)iktradi6):ed diat afiertion which unqueftionabiy he made in 
Ae charader of an Advocate in Lord Gordon's cafe, that, ^< The 
^ plain, unextended letter of thi^ a^ of Edward III. was thought 
* to be a fiifficient protc^on to the p^dbn and honour of th^ 
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•J Sovereign, and an adequate fecurity to the laws committed fo 
«^« his execution."— Speaking of the ftatute as confifting of difr 
ferent and diftin<a members, he adds, " I (hall mention only 
^ two of the humber, the other not being in the remoteft degree 
** applicable to the prefent accufation, To compafs or imagine /Ir 
" death of the King ; fuch imagination, or purpofe of the mind| 
^ vifible only to its great author, being manifefted by fomeopen 
'<* aft ; an inftitudon obvioufly diredled, not only to the fecuri^ 
<' of his natural perfon, but to the liability of the Goverivneatf 
** the life of the Prince being fo interwoven with the Confti- 
5* tutic^ of the State, that an attempt to deftroy the one, is juftly 
" held to -be a rebellious confpiracy againft the other." 

There I make ufe of the words of my learned friend ; aii4 
I am fure, whenever I make ufe of his words, I cannot mate 
' ufe of better. — What is the meaning of thefe words ? — Theft 
cannot be any other than this ; that a confpiracy againft die 
life of the Prince is a confpiracy againft the Conftitution of the 
State, and a Confpiracy againft the Conftitution of the State is a 
confpiracy againft^ the life of the Prince; the life of the Prince 
being fo interwoven with the Conftitution of the State, that 
an attempt to deftroy the one, is juftly held to be a rebellious 

confpiracy againft the others The provifion is not with a 

|)articular view to the diftinft perfon of the man, though it is in- 
tended to preferve great reverence to whoever is upon the 
throne of the Country, becaufe he is the King ; but, can it be 
fuppofed, that when the Legiflature was making a law upon dus 
fubjeft, for the exprefs purpofe of defining thofe crimes whidi 
fliould be deemed Treafon, it fliould have overlooked that fort of 
provifion which was neceffary for the prefervation of the Coo- 
jlitution of the State itfelf ; that, the law ftiould fo have remained 
-until this day, and that it fhould be neceiTary, in the langus^ 
rf my learned friend, to refort to Parliament, for an a& to be 
made upon the fubjeft. 

^ Gentlemen, it is abfurd to fuppofe, that if there, really bad 
«xifted this defeat in the law from the 25 Edward III. till ditt 
time, that the defe& fhould not have been fupplied. But it nev^ 
^et has been underftood that there did exift a defed; in the law. 
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tk has been always' underftood dot the prpyifim of the M 

was adequate to its purpofe ; that it did fufficiently proted tht 
State; that it has in all times, and in all inftances, proTed 
fttfficient; and, therefore, the. Legiflature has never (with 
tills view) thought of making any furdier provifion upcxi die 
fubjeiS):. 

Gentlemen, when it is conftdered what is the nature ol die 
Government of this Country, there cannot be a doubt upon die 
fubje£i:. For, in truth, the perfon of the King in name^ is the 
State itfelf. All the powers of the State, Legifladve and Exe* 
cutlve, are nominally in him. Not really, becaufe die King 
can make no law but by the advice, and with die aflent of die 
Xrords and Commons in Parliament. He can execute no law 
but by his Judges and other Minifters of Juftice, according to 
a formed and regular eflablifhment. He really does nothings 
but he nominally does every thing. The confequenoe is, that 
he is, to all intents and purpofes, the fole reprefentative of the 
State ; and in his name every a£t is done^ Therefore, when 
the fecurity of his perfon was provided for, and the principle 
was eftablifhed that that perfon Was fo interwoven widi the 
State itfelf, that they could not be feparated, it neceilarily fd'* 
lowed that die fecurity of the Conftitution of the State was proJ» 
vided for, in providing for the proteAion of his perlbn; die 
Sovereign power of the State never could be attacked, without 
an attack likewife upon the perfon of the King. 

Gendemen, it is impofSble, therefore, as it fecms to me, to 
doubt that any attempt to fubvert the Conftitution of the Sove^ 
reign power in this Country is, in effect, an attempt to depofe 
the King from that character which he holds in the Conftitudon 
of the Sovereign power by law eftablifhed ; and it has been con- 
ftandy held fince the paffing of that ftatute of the 25 Edward III. 
diat any attempt to depofe the King neceilarily involves an 
attempt againft his life, under whatever pretence it may be co-* 
loured, and whether the intention be wholly to depofe, and to 
put another in his place, or to deftroy monarchy itfelf; or merely 
to take from die King his Sovereign audiority temporarily, for 
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fade .(*efliin purpofes^ Such an attcihpt has been alw^TS hei) 

19 bi Treafoji, 

: * Geatlemen, I duuiot doubt of this, and if it fhould V^ net 
f^fliity, I am perfiiaded my Lord, and all die Judges upon tb| 
Bandit will, confirm what I fay. I confeg I (hould hav^ beet 
aftonifhed to hear this doubted, if in the prefent age I could h^ 
aftbiliihcd iit anything; but it is the temper of the times to hold 
odttothe Worid thit every thing which ha^ bepn revered Sk 
agcsy is now no longer to be. revered; that thd reafon of anl| 
•s'liecociie morb powerful than it was in former tijhes; and 
jipbn evtry fubje£l: .new lights are to break in upon his mind; 
he i4 to be a new creature, n6 longer to be governed by the wC^ 
dorh of former times^ but to proceed entirely upon the theory of 
Ids own conceptions* 

. Gentlemen, When my learned friend argued this point, he ap- 
peared to me to feel diat he was fo ftruggling with auAori^i 
that he did not know how to manage the fubje£b; and pro* 
leiling to be bound by thofe authorities, he at the fame time pretff 
broadly intimated an. inclination to put them all afide. You muft 
reColleft, however, that he did this, not fimply in contradi^oa 
ta the decifions of Courts of Juftice, but in truth, in contradi<9ion 
to die decifion of Parliament itfelf ; to the decifion of Parliament 
in making laws, and to the decifion of Parliament, fitting in its 
Judicial capacity. The ground upon which my learned frienil 
has attempted to put his arguhient is, that the intent is the gift 
of the crime; and that when a man does an a£t in fulfilment 
of an intention, he mud firft have conceived the intention. 
Now, Gentleman, if by that is meant that he muft have formed 
a diftindt andxrlear purpofe to do the particular ad, nbthing can 
poffibly be more ijtiiftaken; not only in the cafe of Treafon^ but 
in every other c^fe whatever. If a man (hoots at A. with aA 
intent to kill him, and kills B. whom he has no intention whit* 
ever of killing, yet he is guilty of killing B. with malice afiiit» 
thought. So if a man lays poifon for A. and B. takes it; and t 
Variety of other Inftances there are in which it is perfe^y dear 
tMt ^ maiKhas beoa deemed giulty of a crime, which was tlw 
- *^ conib- 



jQonfequonce .o£ his a£l, although he had no diftinS. preco^ 
ceived intent at the time, that bis a£k ihould produce all the 
cbnfequences which have followed it. 

\ Gentlemen, in commenting upon this ftatiite' of the 25th 
^dward III. my learned friend cited from Lord Hale's Pleas of 
the Ciown feveral paiTages. Page 80 was, I think, the idrft 
diat he cited, where Lord Hale (ays — ^' accroaching, royal 
" power was a ufual charge of High Trcafon anciently, though 
^ a very uncertain charge, that no man could well tell what it 
y^ was, nor what defence to make to it." And again in page 
82, he fcys — ^ before the ftatute of the 25th Edward III. al- 
** moft every offence that was, or feemed to be a breach of the 
^ faith and allegiance due to the King, was by conftru£i:ioi><| 
^^ and confequence, and interpretation, raifed into the offence of 
*^ High Treafon.'* For what purpofe thefe paflages were 
quoted by my learned friend I am at a lofs to guefs. They 
ieem to me clearly to fhew, and were confidered by Lord Hale 
as clearly (hewing, what was the true intent of the ftatute of 
the 25 Edward IIL that is, that fuch a£b$ as did not tend in 
their confequences to endanger the life of the King, although 
they might be deemed in fome degree accroachments of roy^ 
power, or might feem to be breaches of faith and allegiance to 
the King, yet (hould not be deemed High Treafon. You will 
obferve thefe are the two articles which he fpecifics in the two 
paflages I have mentioned, and which before the 25 Edwar<l 
in. were raifed into the offence of High Treafon. The objeft 
of the ftatute was, that fuch offences as were not found in 
jtheir confequences to endanger the life of the King, (hould not 
))e deemed High Treafon, except (for in this the (latute makes 
exceptions) except that it makes fome a£b which in fome de- 
gree are accroachments of royal power, or breaches of faith and 
allegiance to the King, though they do not tend in their confe- 
quences to endanger the life of the King, High Tr^afbij. 
.What are thefe ailsf One is levying war within the're^m. 
Now levying war within the realm, in the fenfe in w;hich fliefp 
words.havebeen conftantly underftuod, and in which it; is clew* 
fcona the whole of the ftatute, that the words ought to be un- 
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*4crftood, maybe a fort of levying warby way of refifting AefcihgH 
authority, iii circumftances which have no view whatever to dfe 
deftruSion of the Government of the King, biit merely oppcrfing 
his authority. In the particular inftance of adhering to the Kjng^ 
enemies, the z& may not have even a remote tendency to effeft 
the life of the Kingj and yet it is declared to be High Treafoo. 
And fo the other articles j counterfeiting the King's Great (k 
Privy Seal, or his money, &c. it is clear they could have ta 
poflibl? view to the endangering the perfon of the King, iffl 
thefe aSs might feem to be in breach of faith and allegiance to 
Ae King, or coming under the other head of accroachment of 
royal power. Counterfeiting the King's feal might be cdled 
Ae accroachment of roy?l power; that is taking upon the 
perfon who dbies the aft, a certain accroachment of r03ral power; 
but qould not by any means whatever afFed thc^ perfon rf tic 
King) and the means ufed could not in any degree put the 
King's life in hazard. The other two, levying war, and ad- 
hering to the King's enemies, might or might not put iBc 
King'$ life in hazard, according to circumftances; and what 
has been die confequence ? If war is levied, or a man adheres 
to the King's enemies, under fuch circumftances as cannot pofli- 
bly iaffeft the life of the King, the perfon guilty can only be 
indifted upon thofe claufes of the ftatute which make levying war, 
or adhering to the King's enemies, Treafon ; but if he levies 
war under fuch circumftances as may afFeft the life of the Kiilg, 
he may be indifted upon the firft claufe of the ftatute for cdm- 
paifing the death of the King, and the levying war may. be 
given in evidence as an overt^aft of that compaffing. If the 
pbjeft of that war is ftich, that it may endanger the life of the 
King, a confpiracy to levy it is unqiieftionably High Treafen, 
although the aft fpeaks fimpl/ of levying vrar. And," therefi»e, 
^ diftin^ion has prevailed in the conftruftion of the law, and 
the adh^al levying of w^r is neceflary to conftitute Ae crime of 
Jligh Treafon under circumftances that can have no tendehd^f to 
touch the life of the King; 1>ut if the objefl: is to deftroy di^ 
fcvcreign power, or to depofe the King from the exercife of 
fbat Ibvereign pbv^er, ox r^rain hini in any maiflier in die 
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^«rcife of it, a mere confpiracy to levy war for fuch put* 

foft^s, is High Treafon within the firft branch of tbe ftatute* 

r Another paflage was cited by the learned Counfel from Lord 

:Ha]e; it is in page iio, in which he ftates, and which (eemt 

flo'ine to be dire£tiy to the point for which I ihould have dated 

it» tbat ^ a confpiracy to depofe the King, and manifefting this 

-^ by fome overt-aft, is an overt-aft to prove the compaffing 

J^ the death of the King within this aft of 25 Edward III." 

Ifnd in page iii, he lays, *^ compaffing to depofe the King i» 

-^ an evidence, or overt-afl, within the meaning of the 2sA 

;« Edward III/* He refers to Lqrd Coke's Inftitutcs, where 

•^rd Coke lays—" As if divers do confpire the death of die 

** King, and the manner how, and thereupon provide weapons, 

•' powder, poifon, array, harnefs, fend letters, &c. or the likc^ 

** for execution of the confpiracy; alfo preparation by fome 

U overt-aft to depofe the King, or take the King by force and 

f^ ftronghand, and to imprifon him until he hath yielded tci 

^ certain, demands ; this is a fufficient overt-^£): to prove tbe 

** compaffing and imagination of the death of the King. For 

•' Ais, upon the matter, is to make the King a fubjed, and 

** to defpoil him of his Kingly office of Royal Government ; 

^ and fo it was refolved by all the Judges in England in t 

^ James L in Lord Cobham's cafe." And fo it had been re- 

iblved by the Judges in 43 Elizabeth, in the cafe of the Earls of 

£llex and Southampton. And he adds, that it had fo iallen out 

in ieyeral other cafes to which he refers ; particularly the cafes 

of Edward IL Richard II. Henry VI. and Edward V. and 

odidr luifbrtunate Kings who had reigned in this country, and 

vAo \o& their lives by fuch confpiracies. Th^ lame doctrine, 

with the fame comment upon it, is alfo ftated by Lord Hale, 

mth reference to the lame cafes; and Sir William Blackftonc 

in his Commentary confiders thefe points as fettled lav^. 

Perhaps nothing tends more clearly to illullrate a point of law, 
cfptcially to perfons who are not in the habits of conlidering 
points of law, than the very terms of a cafe which -has a£tua)ly 
happened ; and in that view I will ftate to you the proceedings 
vpon tbe trial of Sir Chrift^hfr Bhint, and other perlbns who 
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jvere IndicSted with him, in 43 Elizabeth, for being ^imcernedia 
that tranfaftion of my Lord Etkxy which I think was oienk 
tioned by Mr. Gibbs. - Upon the arraignment of Sir Chrifto[A«r 
Blimt and Sir John Davis, who were indidted for High Txea^ 
(on, in compaffing the death of the Queen, they confeiTed that 
their defign was to come to the Queen with fo ftrong a force 
that they might not be refifted, and to require of her divers con* 
ditions and alterations of Government. This they confefled* 
Neverdielefs they intended no perfonal harm to the Queen 
herfelf; and that was the reafon why they could not coo* 
&fs the whole indidment, becaufe the inJi(^ent charged 
that they intended to compstfs the death and deftru<^ion of the 
Queen* Lord Chief Juftice Popham told them—'' whenever 
^. the fiibjedt rebelleth, or rifeth in a forcible manner to.over^ 
^ rule the royal will and, power of the King, the wiidom.aiid 
^ forefight of the laws of this land maketh this conftrudiion of 
*S his a(^ions5 that he intended to deprive the King both of 
" crown and life J — for the law judgeth not of the hiSt bytb^ 
i^. intent; but of the intent by the fafl/' To which the Queea'« 
Counfel added; ** this conftrucSion is no myftery or quidity 
" of law, but an infallible conclufion warranted by reafon .and 
^ experince ; for the Crown is not a garland, or mere outwan) 
V ornament, but confifts of pre-eminence and power; and| 
** therefore, when the fubje6i will take upon him to give bw 
^ to the King, and to make the fovereign and commandiiig 
^ power become fubjeft and commanded, fuch fubje(3 layetb 
•* hold on the Crown, and t^keth the fword out of the King'f 
^ hand. The Crown is fo faftened on the King's bead, thsi{ 
" it cannot be pulled qiF, but head and life will follow^ as aU 
" examples, both at home and abroad, da manifeft. ThereforiS 
*' when their words teftify one thing, and their deeds. anotboft 
^ they are like the declaration of the confpirators with Catalinc^ 
f' protefting that their only obje<ft was their own fecurity, thai 
*' they fought nothing but juft laws, aiid that liberty which no 
** man would lofe but with life. But admitting that the pro* 
" teftatipn of thij j^rifpners >vas fo far. true, that 4hey had iioC 
^ at tbqttifu. ui^tb^ir miodft -^ ^rin^ and difiin<^: Gogk^^tio9 
- .. «ta 
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f* to have deftroyed the Queen's petSoa, jct there is nothing 
^ more mutable than the mind of mao» When they were once 
** aloft, and had the Queen in their hands, who could promise 
,*^ of what miiid th^y would then be ; efpecially as Lord £flex» 
^ upon his arraigflmient, defended his firft a£tion of imprifpning 
^ the Privy Counfeilors, by pretence that he was forced to it 
.** by his unruly company. So that if themfelves (that is Sir 
^ Chrifbopher Blunt and the reft) " would not have had, or 
-** would not feem to have had that extreme and devilifli wick- 
et cdnefs of mind as to lay violent hands upon the Queen*3 
*^ facred perforl, yet what muft be done to fatisfy the multitude, 
** and feture their party, muft then be the queftion." That 
is, when tl>ey once had taken die meafurcs which they meant to 
take^ it wiis not in their power to (ay whether they would, 
cr would not, fecure the Queen's life. What muft be done 
to fatisfy their party muft be then the queftion. Here, Gentle- 
men, permit me to draw your attention to fomething which fell 
from Broomhead, one of the witnefles, who when he was afked 
whether there was any idea of violence or force, he difclaimed 
•very idea <rf it in his own mind\ but he added, " what per- 
" fons might have done, if any Convention had aflembled, I 
** cannot tell." A very fenfible. Very juft, and very proper 
ticpofuion of the law upon the fubj^£l. Sir Chriftopher Blunt> 
and thofe indidied with him, when ti|;ie law had been thus ftated 
to them* felt the force of it. They (kid they had entered into a 
deeper confideration of the matter; they were forry they had 
given the Court fo much trouble, but the fadls of the cafe were 
perfe£ily clear againft them, and they confeifed the whole of 
die tndifhnent. They were afterwards executed j and Sir 
Chriftof^er Blunt in his fpeech at his execution faid that which 
ikews the propriety of drawing this concluiion, as an infallible 
toncluflony vrarranted by reafon and experince, in the; ftrongeft 
and cleareft manner. In his fpeech at his execution, he faid, 
^ although it be true diat, as we all protefted in our examin^^ 
• ti(Xi9aiid arraingments, we never refolved of doing hurt to 
^ her M^ft/s perfoa (for in none of our confultations was 
*« tibcie (kt do#» ai^ iWch ^iwpofe) yet I iuiowj a^id muft 

** conf^fe^ 
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^ tonfefs, if we had failed of our ends, we fhouldy raAH 
" than have been dilappointed, even have drawn blood fnwi 
« herfelf." 

Now there. Gentlemen, is the confeffion of a dying nan^ 
who felt and acknowledged, in his laft moments, diat althcHig^ 
h« had never formed any diftin& purpofe rf doing any injury 
whatever to the Queen in the tranfaction which he has en- 
gaged in, yet he faw the conclufion to whidi it inevitably Icdj 
namely, as they could not have fubmitted to have been difap- 
pointed in their purpofe, rather than be fo diiapp<Hnted, they 
would have drawn blood even from their fovereign. It ftrikes 
me that nothing can more clearly demonftrate what is the true 
conftruction of this law than the bare narration of the cafe I have 
now cited. It (hews that thofe who have conftrued the law in 
the manner in which I have ftated it, have conftrued it by draw- 
ing infallible conclufions warranted by reafon and experience. 

Gentleman, the cafes which are mentioned by Lord Coke by 
name only, the cafe of Henry the fourth depofing Richard the 
fecond, and Edward the fourth depofing Henry the fixth, fhcw Aat 
the humblenefs of the demand at the beginning of a fcheme of this 
fort, may often lead to the moft dreadful confequences. When the 
wife of Edward the fecond confpired againft her huCband, and came 
over to this country with her infant fon, her pretence was that it 
was only againft evil counfellors. In confequence of that declara* 
tion, numbers joined her, who were difcontented with die 
King's Government, unqueftionably with very coniiderable 
reafon. What was the refult? The moment fhe had raifed 
this power, fhe got the great feal into her hands, fhe IfTued writs 
for fummoning a Parliament in the King's name, without his 
authority, and in his abfence; that PaR'liament when it met^ 
afting without the King's authority, was in efFe<ft in the nature 
of a Convention 5 and they refolved to depofe the King, 4Uid 
place his fon in his ftead. In confequence of this refolution, 
they compelled the King to make a refignation of his Crown, 
which was in no degree voluntary; and they placed his<Sofl 
upon the throne. They had no intention to touch die King's 
life^ but thofe who were more deeply ii^volved in die oonfpi* 

racy 
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racy, the leaders of it, knew that his life was utterly inc6gj 
Cftent with their fafety ; and in a very few months they coi\f 
trived diat he fliould be put to a moft cruel death. 

What was the cafe of Richard the Second ; was it not A* 
£une thing; and when we talk of the means by which a confpi- ^ 
racy is to be effe£led, we know that Henry the Fourdi, when hd ^ 
firft landed at Ravenfpurg, had but twenty-fix men. Ife came, 
relying upon the popular difco^itents within die kingdom, and 
he was upon the point of going back again ; but being jc^ned 
by a large body of people, the King was depofed and put to 
death. 

Therefore you are not to imagine that a diftind cogitation, 
or intention to deftroy the King, is necei&ry to conftitute the 
crime of Treafon. If the aft propofed to be' done is that whidi 
in its confequences leads, according to ordinary experience, to 
the death of the King, or at leaft to endanger his life, die aft 
is in fubftance High Treafon. 

The perfons who formed the Convention in France for die 
purpofe of eftablifhing a Government, fuch as it now is; pro- 
bably when they depofed the King a great number had no idea 
of touching his life. We know it was a queftion extremely 
agitated among diem, and there are ftrong reafons to believe 
that die majority of them, if they had been free agents, would 
never have confented to that aft:. But the queftion, after diey 
had depofed die King, was not what they would doj but (as was 
ob&rved in the cafe of Sir Chriftopher Blunt) what mu/i he 
dom^ to (atisfy the multitude, and fecure themfelves. The mo- 
ment diey entered into thofe meafures, they were no longer free 
agents, they could no longer controul their own afts, and the 
confequence was the death of the King. 

Gendemen, this doftrine is alfo laid down with equal dear- 
nefs in a book which has been cited by my learned friend, and 
which appears to me to demonftrate die impoffibility of putting 
any other conftruftion upon the ftatute. The manner in which 
die author ftates it, is thus — ^^ The care which the law hath 
^ taken for the perfonal (afety of the King is not confined to 
^ aftions or attempts of a more flagitious kind; fudi as attenlpts 

^'cidicr 
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^ '>/j^ iiate or to poifon, or other attempts, 'direiMf 

^.^^^ fly aiming at his life. It is extended to evdj 

^ ^znd deliberately done or attempted, whereby lib 

e> /k endangered. And^ therefore^ the entering into 

^r depofing or imprifbning him, or to get his perfoA 

Jwer of the confpirators, thefe ofFences are oVort a£b 
, within this branch of the ftatute. For experience 
I, that, between the prifons and the graves of KingS|. 
e is very fmaU.'' 
I, this is the language of a num» who has, in general) 
A conlidered as extremely correft upon this fubjeft, Sif 
/chael Fofter, Mvbo was well known to many perfons now 
ig. He was.con&dered as a man as little difpofed to fbetcb 
^Ae law, upon aiiy fubjed, as any man that ever iat upcm dio 
Bench; butheiaw and felt, that the real meaning of this datulK 
was, td provide for the fafety of the Conftitution of the State, aail 
for the fafety of the perfon of the King, becaufe he was the heal 
of that Conftitution; and becaufe, in providing for die iafetyc^ 
&e King, the law neceflarily provided alfo for die fiifety of ditt 
Conftitution \ the Crown being fo fixed on the King's head| tht 
it could not be pulled off, but head and life would follow. 

I have, dierefore, been much at a lofs to collect upon iriot 
ground my learned friend could afTert, that nothing could bet 
cpmpaf&ng die deadi of the King, under the ftatute of Edward III. 
but what would amount to a compaffing the death of any other- 
man, under Ithe common law. He attributed this afiertion to 
Sir Michael Fofter ; but, with fubmiffion to him, Sir Michad 
Fofter aft*erts no fuch thing in the paflage to which my friend 
alluded. He is peaking only of the form of the indidfanent; 
and it is perfe£iiy clear, that the cafe of the King, and the cafe of 
an iridividual,. are in no degree parallel. For when the mere 
unagining the death of a man, accompanied with an overt ady 
was deemed, in law, as a homicide, it never entered into theidet 
of any man, that, to remove a man from his office, or impriibn 
bim, were overt a(Sls of compaffing his death. But tfaofe a^' 
Hccording to every authority, are overt afts of compaffing the 
4it0(h of the .King, within the meaning .of the ilatute. . Thd 
'.- ' reafon 



feafiin of this difFerence is clear. In the cafe of the King, 
dejpoiing him, imprifonment, or any coercion of that kind, tends 
CD his death, with relation to his political chara^r, becaufe he is 
iCing, and for no other reafon. You cannot ufe the term depa« 
Gtion to a private perfon, nor can tmpFifonment merdy have any 
tendency in itfelf whatever to his death. . 

My learned friend (fated another padage^ from Lord Hale( 
page 95, with refped to the ftatute of Richard the IL At di^ 
time he read that pafTage, I apprehend he had the book in his 
liand. If not, he had certainly omitted to take from die book 
die paf&ge which immediately fcdlows. For, if he had ftated 
tM>th, he could not have mentioned the firft pafiage, fo as to raife 
any doubt in your minds. For Lord Hale expreisiy fbtes, that 
flie ftatute of Richard II. was merely for die purpofe of making 
idditional forfeiture of lands, and a new mode of trial ; and 
adding fome other circumftances in the four cafes of Treafon, 
mentioned in the ftatute, all of which he ftates as being adually 
Treafon, within the ftatute of £dward III. and one of them is 
dqiofing die King. So it perfe£Hy appears, diat Lord Hale 
cpnfidered the ftatute of the ii Richard II. as ixrno degree 
afteding the original law upon die (vbjeA, and as intended to 
introduce only additional fevere provifions, to eftablifli a new un-^ 
heard of mode of trial, and to add feme odier circumftances ; all 
6f which it was thou^ proper, by a fubfequent ftatute of the 
4 Henry IV. entirely to fweep away. 

' Gendemen^I moitioned to you, that die Legiflature had, both 
in its le^fladve and in its judicial capacity, given precifely the 
tmne determination upon die fubje£t. The ftatute of the 
jr William III. limiting the time for indidments for Treafon, 
ieseceplS) by particular words, peribns defigning, endeavouring;, or 
attempting any aflaffination, on the bpdy of the King, by poifon, 
or odierwife; but does not generally except Treafon in com* 
poffingidie d^th of the King; fo that the framers of that ftatutb 
rnnft neceflBuily have conceived, -diat there exifted cafes wfaicB 
were (within the meaning of the 25 Edward III.) compaffing 
idie death of ^die 'Kii^^ and did not come within the meaning of 
dflaf^tioni -or any Saxik Mbick* immediatefly<^upon 4iie perfon^ 
w' - Z the 
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the King. And in profecutions by impeacbment^ in hoA 
{A>vat's cafe, and Lord Wintoun's cafe, where the charge ks 
been of Treafon, in comparing the death of the King, the fiuntf 
decifions have been made. In Lord Winto^n's cafe. Sir Joleph 
Jekyll, (who has generally been underftood to have been as 
conftitutlonal a Lawyer, and as good a Whig, as any that ever 
cxifted) ftates the law thus : '' A confpiracy to levy war, with 
^ intent t;o depoie the King, is Treafon; and fuch a confpinc)^ 
^ to levy fuch a war, has been held to be an overt a£l of com- 
^ pafling and imagining the death of the King.'' . He then fpeaks 
of another overt afl: alledged, which was Lord Wintoun's joiiung; 
with others, in proclaiming the Pretender : '' Which," (fays be,) 
^ is endeavouring to fet up another Prince, in the room of his 
*^ Majeily, and I believe it will not be doubted, but that is like* 
•* wife an ov,ert s£t. of the fame fpecies of Treafon; and if there 
^ wanted another overt a£):, the levying war againft the King, 
^ with intent to depofe him (which is likewife mentioned in die 
« articles as a diftin£t (pccies of Treafon) may ferve for anorert 
^ 3&. of the other fpecies of compafSng and imagining the King's 
^ death. For, though it is reckoned in the ftatute as a difttnft 
«* Treafon, yet it doth not thereby ceafe to be of the nature of aa 
^ overt a£t of comparing and imagining the King's death, which 
^ it was antecedent to its being declared a diftintSt fpecies i and 
^ this point is likewife fupported by authorfties, and m^ny at* 
" tainders have been upon it." 

This was declared, by Sir Jofeph Jekyll, on behalf of all die 
Commons of England, on the impeachment of Lord Wintoun, 
before the Houfe of Lords ; and Lord Wintoun was ibund gj^ixj 
of Treafon upon that impeachment; and judgment being pro* 
nounced againft Him, the King, as the Head of the - Common^ 
wealth, ifiued his warrant upon fuch judgment, for ttie executioa 
of Lord Wintoun. In that decifion, you have, therefore^ the 
Three Branches of the Legiflature, in their refpe^ve capacitieSi 
giving precifely the (ame conftrudUon of the a£l, whidi id now 
contended for. 

Gentlemen, the ailertiont that, if perfons had con^nrted to ieizc 
(for Inftance j King William's p^j;;^^ and to fend him back to 
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Rdtuid, expretsly declaring, diat they Intended no harm to hia 
peHon^ Aey would not have been guilty of Treafon, feems to me 
▼ciy extraordinary. In the afl&ffinatioii plot it appeared, upon 
the evidence, that the intention to kill the King was only in cafe 
the confpirators could not fecure his perfon. Their defign vns 
not to kill him, but to endeavour to fecure his perfon, and fend 
him out of the Country ; and it was only in cafe they fhould not 
he able to fecure his perfon, diat they meant to aflaffinate him. 
In Layer's cafe it was expreisly proved, that the defign to feize 
the King's perfon, was not for the purpofe of killing him, but in 
crder to pfoted him from infult. The intention'of the party 
was, to make the Pretender King, and to feize die perfon of 
George the Firft, for the purpofe of fending him back to 
Hanover. 

In Lord Cobham's cafe, in the reign of James die Firft, the 
confpiracy was to feize the King's perfon indeed; but not with 
gmy view of depoiing him (except by depriving him of power for 
a time) nor for the purpofe of injuring his peribn, in any degree 
whatever, but for die purpofe only of compelling him to aflent 
to die general toleration of the RcMnan Catholic religion in this 
country, and to certain a£b, intended to be propofed for that 
purpofe. 

Gentlemen, under thefe circumftances I (hall take die law to 
be perfe^y clear, that, if a confpiracy is formed to defpoil die 
King of his Kingly Office, and the exercife of his audiority> 
jn fuch manner as the fpirit of the Conftitution requires, it is a 
confpiracy to depofe the King, and therefore it is High Treafon 
in compaffing the deadi of the King. 

Gendemen, it has been next iniifted, that the nature of the 
evidence required to prove High Treafon is different from that 
which is required in any other cafe, by force of the word 
provably^ ufed in the ftatute of Edward III. and that, therefore, 
the evidence muft be direct and plain. I conceive, in this refpeft, 
die evidence required is exa£Uy the iame as in other criminal 
cafes, with the addition only of this circumftance, that there muft 
be two witneifes, at the leaft; that is, either two witnefles to one 
overt a£t, or one witnc& to one overt a^ and another witnefs to 
-^ VoL#lV. O another 
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another overt act, of the fame fpecies of Treafon, With refpeft 
to any other diftinaion, in point of evidence, I have found no 
authority whatever. If the minds of the Jury are not really 
(ktisfied ; if the evidence will not produce reafonable convidjon 
in their minds, in no criminal cafe ought a verdict of guilty to 
be pronounced. But if the minds of the Jury are really latisfifid j 
if the evidence would produce /reafonable conviction in the cafe 
of a murder, of. a robbery, or of any other crime, the verdict 
ought to be precifely the fame, in the cafe of Treafoii, as in ao]^ 
other cafe. 

Another objection which has been raifed is, that the evidence 
has been carried to fo great a length. It is perfectly immaterial, 
whether the evidence is long or ihort, with refpect to the effect 
it fhould have when it is complete ; whether you come to a con- 
dufion by the proof of many circumftances, or by the proof of 
only one j for, if the concluflon and refult of the whole is a 
conviction, in your own minds, of the guilt or innocence of 
the perfon accufed, the confequence muft neceflarily be tbo 
fiune. 

In cafes of Treafon the evidence hds often been very €xtenfivei 
but certainly in no cafe fo extenfive as it has been in this. Ih 
Lord Strafford's cafe, however, which was a cafe of impeachment^ 
the evidence was very extenfive, and took up a confiderablelengdi 
of time; and Lord Ccrfce, in that book which Mr. Erfkine cited 
with fo much refpeft, obferves, that die compaffing, intent, or 
imagination of the King's death, in a cafe of this fpecies of Trea- 
fon, though fecret, is tobe tried by the Peers; meaning the. Jury; 
and to be difcovered by circumftnnces, precedent, concomitant) 
and fubfequent. By fuch circumftances you are to difcover the 
intent; and then you are to apply that intent to the particular ads 
which are alledged as overt a£ls of Treafon, if they do not in Aeir 
very nature demonftrate the intent itfelf. 

Confidering the law to be clear, I will now ftate the nature of 
the confpiracy charged. It is not a fimple confpiracy to deftroy die 
life of the King upon the Throne, and aiming only at him 5 but it 
is a confpiracy (as it has been attempted to be proved) inefied to 
deftroy monarchy altogether ; in the language of one of the lettdrt 

which 
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whidb has been read to you, to rip iip monardiy by the roots, and 
plant democracy in its fteacL And I conceive that this is tq be drawn 
hy fair conclufton from the &£ts demonftrating a treafonable con- 
ipiracy. An intent tp dcftroy the moriarchy, and an a<9: in pur- 
iiiance of that intent, demonftrate the intent to compafs the d^t^ 
of the King, as plainly as an intent to rob, is demonftrated by ^ 
man's coming up with a piftoi to your carriage, and fhewii^ ifaal 
be has the power, or that he conceives he has it, to take fponi 
]F6u your money. In fuch cafes, without even demanding your 
money, if the thing was intended to be done, and means were 
taken for the purpofe, the nature of the attack is utterly unim- 
portant to the queftion of guilty or not guilty-«-it is unimportant 
(l)orrowing, as I may do for this purpofe, the language of one of 
die Scotch delegates, Mr. Gerald) whether the life of the King is 
to be endangered by a robber on the he^th, or by afibciated clubs; 
and I think that the latter is far more dangerous. Hiftory tells u9 
tbat thieves have refpe£led the pcrfons of Soverieigns, that they 
have felt for feljen greatnefs, which popular Conventions never 
have done. 

Gentlemen, I yfes repeatedly called upon by my learned 
friend oppofite to me, in his addrefs to you, to ftate tht point of 
time when the prifoner lirfl conceived the criminal intention im- 
puted to him — my anfwer is, that it is perfectly immaterial whem 
it was firft conceived. The quefKon is, did he ever conceive 
it; and if he did, and ad^ed in purfuance of an intent fo con*- 
crived, he is guilty of High Treafon, although the intent is not 
jiecefTarily a diftind intent to deftroy the King, but an intent to 
do any aft which might endanger his life, by any probable confe- 
quences. 

Now, Gentlemen, has the evidence produced to you, (hown 
any fa£l from >^hich it may be fairly concluded, that there has been 
a confpiracy to take n^eafures in confequence of which the Kings 
life might be put in hazard; and has tjbbe prifoner done any a£i: or 
atds, in furtiierance of fuch defign i I think when the evi- 
ifence is attended iOj that^ there can be no doubt upon the 
fubjieA, 
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The Attorney General in his opening, ftated a cafe^ iiv yAidt 
he attributed to fevcral perfons, and particularly to the lea&rs of 
thefe two focieties (of both of which the defendant was a Mem* 
ber, and to one of which he was Secretary) one general objcfl,^ 
which they confidered as a common caufe with other fbciedeSr 
and with^aU the friends of liberty, in all Countries ;. the eftabliih* 
ment of a reprefenfeitive government, founded on the prkiciplei 
of the Rights of Man — and, he likcwife attributed to them, a 
general purfuit of means, for the accomplifhment of that ob* 
je6l— firft by enlightening the people, and fecondly by affembU 
mg a Convention (or meeting, or whatever name you chufelff 
give it, for there is no magic in the word Convention)^ which 
fiiould aflume the character of a Convention of the people* 

That is the material pdnt— a Convention which fhould afiiifflf 
the charadker of a Convention of the people — ^for a Convention of ' 
the people, oti the principles of the Rights of Man, muft ne^ 
ceflarily be Sovereign. What are the people? The natural 
power is in the hands of the multitude; the force remains with 
them. If therefore thofe who have the natural force are to bt 
called into aftion by the affemWing erf" a meeting whkfa is to 
aflume the authority of a Convention of the peopk, the wholt 
people are called into aftion^ and Government is neceflarily dit 
iblved. There is an end of all Government; every Conftitutkm 
muft Ml before fuch a power; becaufe it is the people themfelves, 
taking back mto their own hands, that power which they hsi 
before delegated— I do not pretend to ftate principles contrary ilt 
that refpeft to v^hat thefe focieties have ftated — ^that power vAaA 
the people in all Countries muft be confidered as having delegated. 
But the moment perfons are aflembled who take upon themfUvct 
the character of a Conventim ofthefepoUy upon every principle 
they muft be, if they are what they afliune to be. Sovereign: 
and if they are not what they aiTume to be, ftill if they aflume «> 
be a Convention of the people, they afTume to be Sovereign^r^ 
Gentlemen, if this is clear, the end thefe perfons wifhed to obtain 
was neceflarily the depofition of the King, and fomething to k 
done in confequence of it. It does not abfolutely follow of 

neceS^i 



( 197 ) 

Deceffity, that the monarchy fliould be deftroye^ and tiiat a re« 
prefentative government ihould be eftablifhed: for it is poffible 
that the Convention of the people fo afTembled might deliberate 
with wifdom upon the fubje£l, might be of opinion that the mo- 
narchy was ftill the beft form of Government, limited in fome 
way or other, and mi^ thereforeform a Conftitution whidi in 
ks nature fhould be monarchical. But whether they ihould do £» 
or not, ftiU the depojition of the King would be in the interim as 
complete, as if they had afhially vdeftroyed him. 
: Gentlemen, the principles adopted by diefe clubs, give yery 
little room for hope that if a Convention of the people ihould have 
been aflembled, acting upon thofe principles, they would have 
eftabliihed a monarchical governmeat. For^ Gentlemen, thofe 
principles (which tkey have repeatedly dedarod^ in &e evidence 
Ihat has been laid before you, are principles never to be departed 
Irom) are, firll, " the right of equal aSive Citizenihip, or the ' 
* right of every individual to an equal ihare in the Government tX 
^ that fociety of which he is a member-" And here. Gentle- 
men, I would beg leave to obferve a very clear and marked<HC- 
tindion between their ^hn^ and what is called the Duke ef Rich- 
mond's plan — the Duke of Richmond's plan never aflerted any 
fiidi right of every individual to an equal ihare in the Government 
of the fociety of which he is a member. All that his plan went- 
to, was fimply this — an equal ihare in die coniHtution c^ that body 
of reprefentatives who &ould aft in the manner in which the 
Houieof Commons does in this Country, in the Legiflaturc of 
the Country — tl thing as different as light and darknefs, from an 
equal ihare in the Government of the fociety of which he is a mem- 
ber*--and yet you wiU iind, throughout the refolutions of thefe 
perfons, that, conftantly, the right of adlive Citizenihip, the 
rig^t of univerfal reprefentation, is applied to the ^hole govern^ 
mentj and is not confined, in any one inilance (at leaft I have not 
found one) to fuch a body as the Houfe of Commons is in tMs 
Country. This right to an equal ihare in the Government, is the 
neceilary confequence, and refult of that principle upon which 
^ey aiTert the right of equal aftive Citizenihip; and it cannot be 
^ueftioned, that Che moment you aiTume that every man has a 
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right to afi etiual (hare th die GoVernmeilt of wfaidi he is a ineinbtr» 
iht moment you take that as a principlei all the reft muft neceffii^ 
rily follbw. 

The next aflertion of thefe focieties is, that die exercife of diat 
right of equal adlive Citizenfliip in appointing an adequate ie» 
prefentative government, is eiTential to the fecurity of that vajr 
right of equal aSive Citizenfbip. So it unqueftionably is; be- 
caufe in no manner bat by the eledion of all thofe with whom 
power is entrufted, can every individual enjoy the right of 
equal a^^ive Citizenfhip. But if there are to be Peers, and a 
King in the Country, there cannot be equal active Citizenfliip. 
If the King and Peers are to have a diftindtiouy however finall it 
may be, they cannot be equal a&ive Citizens widi the reft. 
You muft perceive, dietefore, that the moment it is eftabliflied 
as a princifde, that there is a right in every individual to an equal 
Ihare in the government of the fociety to which he belongs, mo- 
narchy &lls to the ground, becaufe it is utterly inconiiftant widi 
that principle; and you will recoiled^, that in the books which 
have been produced to you, this is laid down as a very clear con- 
fequence from the principle; and it is aflerted, that there was a 
manifeft contradiiSlion in die French Conftitution of 179 1, bc- 
caufe, having eftabliihed the principle, it ftill retained a King in 
its form of Government. 

There was another objeSion I recoUedfe, to this French Con- 
ftitution, refulting from the fame principles. That all perfons 
ought to be deemed equally qualified to vote for the eledfcion of a 
reprefentative body, however fmall their property ; fo that every 
individual ought to have an equal right of voting. Having 
eftabliihed, therefore, the right of every individual to an equal 
fljare in the Qovernment of the fociety of which he is a member, 
and the exercife of that right in appointing an adequate Repre- 
fentative Government, they necefiiirily claim, as one of die 
rights of man, in the third place, " The right of Univerfal 
" Suffrage, and Annual Parliaments j" — ^And this, not merely as 
a wife regulation, but as neceflarily included in the Conftitution of 

a Reprefentative Government, formed on their principles. 

Xt is ftated by Mr. Fau^e and Mr. BvioWi tkit a Government 
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in which thofe fights are withheld, is an ufurpation of the rights 
of man ; and fo it necefiarily is, if tfaefe authors are right in -their 
firft principles. — This original and continual right of Univerfal 
Suffrage is alfo a necefTary confequence of the right of equal, 
a6live Citizenfhip} becaufe that equality muft iieceflarily be 
deftroyed by long delegation of either Legiflative or Executive 
power i and therefore the delegation muft be renewed as often as 
circumftances will admit 

A fourth necefTary confequence is, the right of perpetual Revo^ 
lution. The right of changing their ConfUtution and Govern- 
ment, when, as often, and in what manner, they may diink 
4)roper ; ftill, neceffarily, according to their principles, adhering 
to fome form of Reprefentative Government, frequendy to be re- 
newed ; becaufe any form of Government, which is not a Re- 
prefentative Government, and is not frequently renewed, is ne- 
ceflarily contrary to the right <rf' equal, a^ve Citizenfhip $ and 
it therefore is, according to their principles, an ufurpation of the 
indefeafible rights of man, and is unlawful — tyranny— defpotifm—- 
or is liable to any other of the harfh appellations which they ace 
pleafed to apply to every exifting Government in the world.—— 
Gentlemen, this conclufion is inevitable from the principle which 
they afTume, of equal, aftive Citizenfhip.— I certainly will not 
here difpute with them the truth of their afTumption, whether it 
is well or ill founded. I think it would be no very difficult talk 
to prove that it is ill founded ; and for this reafon, if for no 
other, that it neceffarily leads to perpetual and conftant revolution* 
But, without entering into any difcuffion upon the fubjei^^ it is 
fufficient that thefe arc are no principles, nor ever have been 
ccMieeived to be principles, in the Englifh Conftitution : — They 
are utterly inconfiftent with monarchy 5 they are utterly incon- 
iiftent with a Houfe of Lords, and with many other parts of 
our eftablifhmcnt; and, therefore, perfons who attempt to procure 
the efbblifhment of thefe principles, as principles upon which the 
Conftitution and Government of this Country ought to be 
founded, and who hold that any Government founded upon other 
principles, is neceflarily an ufurpation of their indefeafible rights, 
if they take my ileps wbatiever for the purpofe of altsering the 
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eftabliflied Government, they muft be conceived, prima facte, to 
have within their view the intent of deftroying the exifting Go- 
vernment, of aboliftiing the Kingly office, of abolifliing the Houfe 
of Lords, and all the great offices, ranks and diftindtions in this 
Country ; of abolifliing alfo the Houfe of Commons, as it is now 
cftablifhed, and of forming a Conftitution of Government upon 
their own principles, becaufe no other Conftitution of Govcnw 
ment can, according to the tenets which they hold, be a lawful 
Government. 

Now, Gentlemen, it is proved that pcrfons holding tiicft 
principles, had formed a defign for affembling a Convention, or 
Meeting which fliould aflume the charafter of a Conventioii 
•of the People ; that, in the profecution of this defign, they diJ 
various afts ; and particularly, that the prifoner at the bar dii 
various afts — writing letters, being prefent at mooting^, an^ 
a variety of other a£b, all tending to the completion of this pur- * 

pofe. A cafe fo proved, muft neceflarily amount to High 

Treafon, becaufe it is impoffible that the conception fliould have 
been formed foi" affembling a Convention under fuch circum- 
ftances, without thofe who formed it conceiving in their mindf 
a wifli and purpofe to deftroy the exifting Government, and to 
eftablifli in its place a Government founded qn principles totally 
oppoiite to thofe on which the exifting Government is founded.Ti- 
When fuch perfons aflemble for the purpofe of cfli<fting a 
Reformation in the Government of the Country, it is fairly to be 
prefunled, in the firft inftance, that diey do it for the purpofe of 
carrying into effe£t thofe principles which they have fo laid 
down ', and if they attempt this by means of a Meeting whioh 
is to affume the character of a Convention of the People, by. the 
very aft of affembling a Meeting which is to affume that 
chara^er, they declare completely, that fuch is their intention, 
becaufe the Convention, if truly a Convention df the People, can- 
not be affembled without the poffeffion of Sovereign power. 

It certainly is not neceflary that the purpofe vihich is imputed 
to the prifoner in this indid:ment, fliould be proved to its full 
extent, in order to your finding him guilty. But I apprehend 
that it has been fo proved. A much left cafe feems to me ' 
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u> bring Ae prifoner within the penalties of High TresUbn. It 
has been {hewn, at leaft, diat thofe perfons who were concerned 
with him, had formed a defign to procure fome alteration in the 
Conftitution of the Sovereign power of the State, and diat they 

had taken fome fteps for thatpurpofe« ^If thejr formed a defign 

of procuring any alteration, otherwife than by 2&s of the Con« 
ftituted Legiflature, of the King, Lords and Commons, in Parlia* 
ment ailembled, and a£ting in perfect freedom ; for if they do not 
3& in perfe(9: freedom, they are not the Conftituted Legiflature of 
the Country: — It is ridiculous to call them fo, if they are put 
under reftraint — If a man is put under reftraint^ any s£t wbidi he 
does is void — If he is compelled to do it, it is not his ad~And 
fi> with refpeA to the Legiflature ; if they are not free agents, 
they are not the Conftituted Legiflature^*-they are not that thing 
which was intended by the framers of the Conftitution of die 
Country to be that body which ftiould make laws to bind the 
reft of the people.— .Then, if thefe perfons formed a defign 
of procuring any alteration of the Conftitution, otherwife than by 
means of the Conftituted Legiflature, zStmg as free agents, they 
formed a defign to depofe the King firom his Royal authority ; 
and that depofition is, if I am right in the law I have ftated, 
compaffing the death of the King ; and this being manifefted 
by any a£b in purfuance of the defign, the meafure of their guilt 
was full J they were guilty of High Treafon-— For, if any change 
is attempted to be made in the Conftitution of the Sovereign 
power of a State, otherwife than by its own authority, from 
the moment the attempt begins to operate, the Conftituted Sove- 
reign power of the State cea^ to be fuch, and is depofed from 
its authority, at leaft to the extent neceflary to ctkSt the par- 
ticular change. The law of England admits of no diftinAioh 
between the depofition of the King for a day or an hour, and his 
depofition for ever. The guilt of High Treafon attaches to the 
firft, as well as to the laft ; for an attempt to depofe the King 
firom his Sovereign authority, for a day or an hour, muft hazard 
bis life.-— A confpiracy for diat purpofe is^ therefore, compaffing 
)lis deatb^ a|id is High Treafon. 
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In the cafe of Lord Cobham, it was not in the view of the 
perfons who were concerned, that the a£is which they propofed 
to do, fhould, for any continuance, deprive the King of his Royd 
audiority ; but they conceived that, within a certain time (accord- 
ing to my recollection of the circumftahces, within about t 
month) they fhould be able to efiedluate their purpofe ; and dnt 
they fhould have brought about all they meant to have done, in . 
the mean time, in the King's name. And yet there was no 
doubt that that fort of depofition of the King, if it had been 
eiFe<9:ed only for the Ihort time during which they meant to efieft 
it, would have been as completely High Treafon as if they laid 
intended to depoife him for ever. 

Admitting that the perfons who were concerned in thb 
bufmefs, intended to have made a change in the Government tf 
this country, the idea of cfFefting the change by means 6f die 
exifting L#egiflature (if you attend at all to what the evidence 
has been) feems quite out of the queftion* They have de- 
clared—for, notwithftanding the colour that has been attempted 
to be given to it, I think they have moft explicitly declared*- 
that they would not petition Parliament, They have dearly de- 
clared that they conceived a Petition to Parliament would have 
no fort of efFeft ; an addrefs to the King they declared to be 
futile : they were to refort to more efFeilual means ; and Aofe 
efieftual means they declared to be the energy of their own 
power. — They would look for relief to their own laws, and not 
to the laws of their enemies, their plunderers and oppreffors — 
They declare, therefore, that they confider the exifting Govern- 
ment of the Country, by the King, Lords and Commons, as that 
of their enemies, their plunderers and oppreffors ; that application 
to them they v^U not make; that application to the King, 
diftindtly, would be futile ; that they would look, therefore, to 
their own means, thofe means being their own laws, to be eflfe&d 
by their own energy. I have not a conception of words that will 
more exprefsly declare that it was their intent, by their own 
force to efFeduate that change which they wifhed to have in die 
Government of the Country. — To a degree, it has certainly 
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been proved, that they took fteps towards the aflembling of fuch 
a meeting as they had propofcd to aflemble. The nature of die 
meeting intended to have been convened, and the powers in- 
tended to have been afTumed by that meeting, are matter of 
difpate ; but it is not diiputed that they looked to that meeting, 
in fome way or other, to efFedt their purpofe,-~How was it 
to effc<^ their purpofe ? — It feems to be impoffible to fuppofe, 
confiftently with the evidence you have before you, that it was 
intended to afiemble a gteat number of people for the purpofe of 
doing that which they might before have diftin£tly done in their 
ibparate bodies; or, whefi they had conceived the attempt of 
aflembling a general meeting, that they (hould have thought 
it proper to have given that meeting a different denomination 
than that which had been aifumed by other meetings of the lame 
nature. 

In what manner did the Delegates, aflembled (as proved by the 
prifoner) to take into coniideration the eledioh of Scotch Mem«» 
bers of Parliament proceed ? — They had k Bill framed, ihtended 
to be introduced inXo Parliament; they applied to Parliament 
upon the fubjed, ^d a Bill was brought into Parliament Ta 
draw any compariibn between that fort of meetings and that 
which thefe perfons propofed to have, feems to me to be per« 

feSly abfurd,^ 1 obferve, Mr. Gibbs laid ptrdcular ftrefr 

itpon Tome words made ufe of in oat of the tefelutions for the 
purpofe of aiTembling thofe meetihgs^ from which he intimated 
that their objedt was only to coUeft the opinions, of the people 
upon the fubjed, or to take nieans to confidet what were the 
proper meafures for the purpofe^ — ^But, Gentlemen, when ont 
recoUeds all that they have declared upon the fubjed^ when 
one recoUe^s that the)|[ hbve l^atedlj declared that die people 
were not to look for relief from the Parliament^ at it was con« 
flituted ; that it was not to be expeded of tbo(b who were in 
pofleffion of power, that they would part with it without a 
ftruggle $ when they declared they expeSed relief from their own 
kws and not from the Ikws of their enemies, their plunderers 
and oppreflbrs ; I can conceive no other fort of meaning to be 
attributed to thofe vrerdsi thati tfiat of coofiidering ia what oian«' 
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nef they (hould obtain a Reform by means of tbeir bwn 
power. 

But, fuppc^e they had not had it In their view to have a6led 
immediate] y themfelves as a Conftituting Aflembly, though af- 
iuming the charafter of a Convention of the People, which 
I think I fhali fhew you they clearly meant to do, as the Britifh 
Convention exprefsly did. — I cannot underftand why they were 
not to ad.-^Did they propofe to meet with a view to fuggcft the 
idea of calling any other meeting upon the fubje£t, or to do any 
further aft ?— If they did not intend to (ubmit themfelVes to die 
eftablifhed Leglflature of the Country, their aft was necefiarfly 
itti aft of ufurpation of the Sovereign power 9 an4 if they were 
itmply deviling the means by which the people, at any futiutf 
time, were by their own power to do this for themfelves, it 
is exaftly the fame thing as if this Convention, had it been 
aflembled, ihould themfelvcfi do it^ — They woold be onlyd($ing 
it more remotely ; but they would be taking fieps towards effed- 
ing their own original defign — that of making a change in the 
exifting Govcriunent, by dieir own power, and not by die free 
power of the exifting Legiflature.— - — Gendemen, if they had 
conceived diis particular defign, ftill I conceive their proceedings 
would )ia¥e been equally deftru£tive to the exifting Government; 
A>r the means taken for the purpofe, muft be all tending to efFeft 
the great plan which they had in view, and which diey clearly 
meant to efi^ by their own ftrength, and not by any fuch appli« 
cation to die Legiflature as has been contended. 

Gendemen, when you confider vriiat has pafled in France, 
you muft he perfeftly aware of the effefts of a Nadonal Con- 
ftituted Aflemblyi. When die States General of France were 
called together by die' King, bisfore half of them were -aflem- 
bled,- fu€h of diom, wht were principally of the third order, as 
were affembled, declared themfelves to be a National AflcmWy ; 
that IS an afiembly rf the people ; and they immediately declared 
that according to that principle, namely, that they were an 
afiembly of the people, the King could put no negative upon 
their proceedings. That was one of the firft meafures of diat 
Afiembly i and . the moment diey bad done fo, ^t is evident to 
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every perfoti, who has looked at all into the hiftory of that 
Country, that the King of France was, in efFe^Sl, depofed from 
diat very moment (I think the 7th of June, 1789) by Icfi 
than a moiety of the whcJe Aifembly intended to be convened^ 
meeting together, and afluming the character of a Convention 
of the Peo{de ; declaring themfelves a National Afieipbly, and 
that the King could put no negative upon their proceedings, and 
that they would not feparate till they had effefted their purpofe 
They immediately took upon them to ad as the fovereign power 
of the Country ; they took upon them to declare that all the 
exifting taxes were illegal ; that thofe taxes ihould be received 
for a time, but (hould only be received fo long as that Aflembly 
ihould fit. From that moment, dierefore, in efFe& the King 
of France was depofed; a Conftitution was afterwards formed) 
and to that Conftitution he gave his aiTent in 1791. • He was 
then again upon the throne ; but upon which throne he was not 
King in the chara&er which he had before, but he was Kiifg hf 
a perfedly new title, and in a perfe&ly new charai^er. Such is 
the necefiary courfe, and fuch the neceflary coi^equence of a 
National Conftituted AfTembly. If you look to what has pafled 
in your own country, and to that which is fo continually re« 
ferred to in the courfe of thefe proceedings, namely, the Revo- 
lution in x688, you will find, to a certain extent, the iame 
thing done;— for v4iat was that Aflembly which placed the 
Prince and Princefs of Orange on the Throne? — ^King James 
having done that which occafioned a general rifing of his fub- 
je6ls againft him, he deferted the Country, and an Aflembly 
was called, under no regular authority, but under letters fimil^ 
to thofe which had been ufed for the purpofe of calling together 
the perfons who were entitled to be fummoned to Parliament, 
and letters direSed to the fherifFs of the feverai Counties, to 
caufe eledtions to be made by the perfons intitled to vote foi; 
members to be returned to Parliament. That Affembly met — 
In ^at charaSer i It met as a Convention of all the eftates 
and degrees of the people ; it a<5led as fuch ; its authority was 
acqutefced in, and it did all that was neceflary for its particulai^ 
purpofe* The Government of the Country remained as it 
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was, with the exception of one fingle Gircumftance— the throne 
Was vacant — the Convention fupplied that vacancy 5 and froai 
the moment it had fupplied the vacancy, hy declaring the Princq 
and Princefs of Orange King and Queen, from that inftant, its 
character as a Convention ceafed; it was no longer an Afiem- 
biy which reprefented the three eftates of the realm, it vru 
afiumed by William to act as a regular Parliament, and from 
that time acted as fuch, having before acted as a mere Con- 
vention or Affembly of the three eftates ; in confeqence of 
which, when acting as a Parliament, it was commonly called 
the Convention Parliament But in the act of giving the 
Crown to the Prince of Orange, it acted with complete Sove- 
reign power, and acted in rebellion, if I may fo term it, to 
James the Second ; for he would have been completely depofcd 
the moment that Convention affembled, if he had not previoufly 
abdicated the throne; and this is a neceiTary confequence of aT-* 
^fembling fuch a fpecies of Convention. 

Gentlemen, the moment, therefore, as I conceive, that there 
is an Aflfembly afTuming to itfelf the character of a Convention 
of the people, and able to fuftain itfelf againft the Government 
of the Country, there is an infurrection againft that Govern- 
ment, and all thofe confequences follow which are fo fully de- 
tailed in that fpeech of Barrere which was read to you—- the 
King is immediately depofed, and deprived of his inviolability, 
fo iar as a Convention has power to ad. 

Now, Gentleman, if a meeting which could aflume the title 
of a C<Mivention qf the people, could lawfully aflemble them- 
felves, what muft be the confequence ? If the meeting is really 
a Convention of the people, and it be lawful for them to 
aflemble, the King muft be bound to obey, he is no longer 
Sovereign, or the head of the Sovereign power, (he Parliament 
muft alfo be bound to obey this Convention. Being in its na* 
ture the Sovereign power of the State, refiftance to its authority 
muft be refiftance to the Sovereign power of the State ; for jdje 
moment the meeting afiembled, it muft be the Sovereign power, 
and the King, in the very 2l& of refifting the authority of fuch 
an Afiembly, if it could afterwards fuftain itleli^ muft bc guil^ 
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bimfdf of what might be deemed Treafiui againft the Sovereign 
power of the State ; he would be refifting the power which he 
oii£^ to obey, and die Aflembly would have a pretence for 
putting him to death; -the very iame pretence as in the cafe of 
King Charles die Firft. I^ therefore, it appears to you that 
dieie perfons had formed a Gonfpiracy to aflemble a number of 
peribns who (hould aiTume, when aiTembled, the chara^r of n 
Convention of the people, and that they had taken fteps for 
diat purpofe; that alone would conftitute the crime of Hig^ 
Treafon* 

Gendemen, the confpiracy which has been alledged is of a 
very wide and extend ve nature; a circumftance which has oc- 
cafioned a confiderable degree of complaint on the part of my 
learned friends, as it has produced very extenfive evidence. The 
perfons concerned have been ading at different times, in dif- 
ferent places, and fometimes, perhaps, by different means, but 
all of them having in view, as I conceive, (when I fay all, I 
mean the leaders) one grand plan, the accomplifhment of vrfiich' 
was the obje£^ of alK This has occafioned the diftribudon of 
the evidence into thofe two parts noticed by Mr. Gibbs, ^^Mch 
were produced to eftablifh, firft, the exiftence of the general 
confpiracy ; and fecondly, the part which the priibner had in it. 
I conceive that when you confider the evidence taken all together, 
you can have no fort of doubt of both. 

Gendemen, let me Uke the evidence a little by degrees ; and 
in fo doing, as I fee there will be no end in taking it in detail, 
I fliall neceffarily truft to your giving fome credit to my afler- 
don, without referring to every part of the evidence, expeSing 
his Lord(hip will afterwards fum it up more in deatail to you. 
From die feveral publications and papers given in evidence, I 
think I may affume it to be perfeftly clear, that there were feme 
peribns in this country — and I will inftance Mr. Paine, and 
Mr. Barlow, who were defirous of effedting the general de- 
flru&ion <rf the Britifli Conftitution, and particularly of Mo- 
narchy, and all hereditary honours; and who were difpofed to 
promote, to the utmoft of their power, any meafures for diat 
purpofe. I think. Gentlemen, you cannot have attended to the 
I evidence, 
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evidence^ without admitting that I do hot aflutne too mtad^ , 
when I afTume that it cannot be £urly contended that fiich per-r 
fons as Paine and Barlow were not> in efFed, confpiiatqn \ 
againft the Conftitution of this Country. There were pedbm 
alfo in France who come under the fame defcription, and par- 
ticularly (with great ilibmiffion) I (hall venture to include h 
tiiat defcription the French National Convention; for they wm 
clearly difpofed to eftablifh that doflrine here, which they hi^ 
eftablifhed in their own Country, but which is dire£Uy adverie 
to the Britifh Conftitution; and they were defirous of doing.it 
for this reafon, becaufe they felt that their own fafety depended 
upon it. You will recoiled!:, perhaps, a pailage in Paine's 
work, which I think was read; — " When France fliall be fur- 
^ rounded with revolutions, (he (hall be in peace and fafety." 
And the Society for Conftitutional Information, and the London 
Correfponding Society, accordingly addre(red the National Con« 
vention in November, 1792, which, by the bye, neither of dc 
Counfel for the prifoner at the bar took any notice of whatever, 
though they appeared very important papers, for the purpofe of 
(hewing the intention ofthefe people. You will recoiled): that 
the London Correfponding Society, in particular, ^^ fervently 
^ fupplicated the Almighty Ruler of the Univerfe to be fc- 
** vourable to the caufe of the French, fp intimately blended 
" with their own." This you will recoUeft was not during the 
exiftenceof the Conftitution of 179 1, but after the deftru&on 
of diat Conftitution, and the total depofition of Louis the Six- 
teenth; and then they confidered the caufe of the French as in- 
timately blended with their own. How could it be blended 
with their own, unlefs it was their objedt to eftabli(h in this 
Country a Government upon the fame principles upon whicb 
the French had eftabli(hed their Government, or were endea^ 
vouring to eftablifli a Government. They conceived ** that 
^ it was their duty to countenance and aflift to the utmoft of 
*^ their power, the champions of human hsqppinefs; that they 
^' would therefore oppofe, to the utmoft of their power, any 
** thing hoftile to them on the part of Great*Bri tains and they 
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^feoked to the tripk alliance of Ae peot)lerf America^' 
^ France and Britain to give freedom to the wofld." 

' Gentlemen, die words which are made ufe of, are very ftrong ; 
Ibr it is not fimply ** of the pet^le,'* but they are—** If you 
* focceed, as we ardently wiih, the triple alliance (not of 
^ 'Crownis, but) of the people <^ America, France and Britain^' 
^ will give peace to £im)pe, and freedom to the whole worid." 
Therefore they did not fimply make ufe of die word ^people,'* 
anexpref&on that might comprehend the whole; but they ex- 
prefsly negatived Crowns. There exifted no Crown in Ame« 
rica — at that time none in France; die only Country mentioned 
in this paper which had a Crown was Great-Britain* There-* 
fore when they ardendy wiflied a triple alliance, not of Crovms, 
but of die people of America, France and Britain, to give peace 
t^ the whole world, what do they do but in terms, not to be con- 
troverted, declare, that it i$ their wi/h and intendonr— <hat is^ 
diat they had formed a confpiracy, for I do not know what a 
Gonfpiracy is, but forming a wifh and intention to do a diing^-i 
diat diey had formed a wifh and intention of efbblifhing a Go* 
▼emment in this Country without a Crown; I can give it no 
other interpretation* In another part of dieir addrefs they fay—- 
^ feeking our real enemies, we find them in our bofoms» We 
** feel ourfelves inwardly torn by, and ever the victims of, n 
« reftlefs and all confumihg Ariflocracy, hitherto die banc of 
^ every Nation under the fun. Wifely have you afted in ex- 
•* pdling it from France/* 

Why, Gendemen, what do diey mean by «< Ariflocracy'* 
here i What can they poffibly mean but to refer to diat part of 
the Conflitution in the Government of this Country which may 
be deemed Arifbocratical— do not* they declare in diat pafTage, 
that diey confider every diing to ^ich they can give the deno- 
mination of Ariflocracy, as their real enemies ; that they con- 
fider it as the bane of every nation under die fun ; and, dierc- 
fiire^ diey conceived the French had aftcd vnkly in expelling it 
fifom France. It mufl have been their opinion that it would 
be equally wife to expel it from this Country. For what pur- 
pofe could this addref»be prcfented to the French Convention? 
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th^rt n^gl^fe be Ma {Rirpcjfes; one that of pubUfliing to Atf». 
Country here^ vt, 21 way whicb they migb^ feocy to be in femQ 
degree fafe^ ai 4edgr^Qii agak^ the exifting Governmcot of 
the Cpiuntry } a hut of pijoclamaiion of a Republic } and anodm^ 
1^ holdm^ Wt %o ^e Fr€yiQthCq«iy^tiom that they were defirout 
of r^eiviE^ every afH^^M?^ fjpn^ tihat Country which couU 
pofibly be gi ven^ far the^ purpoih of enablucig thofe who addreiled' . 
them tjo^ efta1>li& die. f^e Cooft^jtu^on of Governmem in tUt 
Country, 2fi had been eS»btifiied i» France. 

The Addrefs which- was pr^fenied by th^ other Society, die* 
Society foi; Confiitutional Inforfi»«tion^ is full as ftrong. Y<hi 
oblerv^ thci learnetd Qou^f^ fas' ^ prifoner have cautioufly 
ayoided' taking any netiqe <^ thifi Addr^fs*. In truths they wqe 
Unable tp give any expianatiQiv of it. How does this Addrcft 
begin ? ^ Servants of 2^ Sover<eign l?eo^e,, and Bene&<9;cMrs. qC 
^' Maakindyvf^We rejoice that yqur Revolution has arrived U. 
^ that piwnt of perfeStion, which wijl permit us to addrefi yon: 
«* by this tide." The. degree tQ which^ a> they conceive^ X 
Revolution niuft arrive to be at its point of perfedion, is, whca . 
thofe \ri)^ have the Adminiftratioii of the Government of die^ 
Country^ ^e tahe addjE!ei&d in the charter in which they dius 
add^fs die French Convention -^ that is, ^^ Servants of a Sovereign 
•' People*'* Whfit is this but a dedarationf that the perfedion 
of a Reyolu^on in Government, is the eftabliOiment of the prin* 
ciplesx which we ha-ve before adverted to, of the Rights of Mao, 
and equal Citizenfliip, and fo on, in which the people are to be 
confidered as eonftantly Sovereign, as conftantly exerting the 
Sovereign authority, ainl as having a perpetual control over the 
whole Government of the Country, not an indirect and remolot 
control;, th^t fpecies of control, which is confiftent with diK 
jftahiluy ojf the Governai^ent of a Country; but that which leads^ 
ut it$ principle, tp the fort of perpetjiial Revolution^ upon w4iieh I, 
have before; obferved* The addrefs proceeds, ^^ We rejoice dwft 
^^ your Revolution has arrived at that poin^ of perfeiSbion, which. 
^ will permit us to addreft you by thi^ titlei it is the only ooi^ 
<' thai C2UI accord with the chara^r of true Ifegiflator^" lib 
not this a cle^ and exprcfs declaratiQi), tha^ they did not coofideat 
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tt« Legirtaturd of this Country, as having that tide ti4iich couUf 
ad^rd with the charafler of true Legiflators ? For no Reform in 
the Houfe bf Commons, alone^ coiild give to the Legiflators of 
this Country, a title to diat character, according to die idea of 
tfiefe peribns upon the fubje£t« For the Kling and Houfe of 
Lords, ftill remaining ^arts of the Legiflature, and being her»> 
dilaryj could notj by any pdflibility, come widiin dat defcription 
n^ch they meant to attribute to the French Convention.—* 
They add, " Every fuccefive epoch in your affairs has added 
* Something to die triumphs of Liberty ; and the glorious viftory 
** of the loth of Auguft, has finally prepared the way for a Con- 
** ftitution, which, we truft, you will eftabtifh on the bafis of 
•* Reafon and Nature/* 

Gendemenj I have nodiing to do vnAi die propriety or im- 
propriety of the condud of thofe who were concerned in the 
tranfeftion^ of the loth of Auguft. It would be wrong for me 
to blame one fide or the odier. But to which ever fide blame 
was imputable, what waJs the event ? The event was the deftruc- 
tion of Monarchy. That is here Called a glorious viflrory; it is 
Slid to have finally prepared the way for a Conftkution, which 
the fociety trufted would be eftablifhed on the bafis of Reafon 
and Nature \ it had brought them to that fituation which enabled 
tilem to arrive, finally^ at diat point of psrfedion, exprefTed in the 
former part of the addrefs. 

Ndw, Gcndemen> to fay that any perfons, who Could give 
their aflent to that Addrefs, knowing what they were about, or 
attending to it, entfcrtained a fincere attachment to any of the 
principles upon which the Britifh Conftitution is founded, is^ 
aflerting that which it feems to me, that no rational man can 
poffibly give credit to* I cannot help here obferving, by the way, 
upon the words, — ^^ Finally prepared the way for a Conftitution, 
^ which, we truft, you will eftablifh on die bafis of Reafon and 
« Nature." Gendemen, you will recoUeft there were two 
paflEiges ; one in Mr. Paine's work, die other in Joel Barlow's, 
before dus glorious vidory of the lodi of Auguft, which exprefsly 
ftsted, that they looked to diat event; to the deftruftion of the 
Conftitution which had been formed in 1791, for diis reafon; 
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Wcaufir it wa» formed in contradiftion to the principle of ^ 
Rights Off Man, in the parts of it which confifted of a Monarch, 
or any thing in the nature of diftindlions of privileged orders.—' 
That fo ^ as it had any fort, of diftindtion whatever, and was not 
completely founded upon the right of equal aftive Citizenihi(is ^ 
was a compound of contradidions, as, I think, Paine calls it itf 
his publication, the Rights of Man, and therefore in its nature 
it could not fubfift« 

In another paiTage of the fame addrefs, fpeaking of the cn& 
of the French, they fay, " It is, indeed, a (acred caufe. We 
** cherifh it, as the pledge of your happinefs, bur natural ml' 
« neareft friends/'-— Then they fey, that they fpeak, as they cow 
ceivc, the real opinion of a great majority of the Englifh Nationi* 
andj finally, they conclude with the ^ wonderful fplend(»r o£4c 
•* French Revolution, burfting forth upon the .nations, in ths- 
^ full fervor of the meridian fun, and difplaying, in the midft of 
" the European world, the praftical refult of principles, wUckr 
V philofophy had fought in the fhade of fpeculation^ and wfaidi 
•' experience muft every where confirm^ It difpels Ac dtoodi 
^ of prejudice from all people, reveals the fecrets of all defpotii% 
** and creates a new character in man/' 

Now can a more clear comment be read, ,upon the words of- 
Paine and BarloWj than the words contained in the pafTage whidi 
I have juft read? Do they not clearly (hew you, that thofo 
focieties are here ftating a combination of principles widi pnic» 
tice, in the fame maimer as Paine has done, in Ae fecond part 
of his works ? That they are endeavouring to remove tha^pR^- 
judice from the people, which Mr, Paine conceives fupporCed. 
Monarchy and Ariftocracy in this Country. It is faid, by Paine 
and Barlow, that the firft aflembly, which ended in the year 1791, 
had been obliged, through the prejudices of the people, to foni 
that Conftitution in the manner in which they had formed itftti 
taining a King, becaufe the prejudices of the people would Mf 
at that time, permit them to form a Government, without a King* 
It was too much, at that time, to form a Government^ without a 
King; but the principles upon which they formed thdr Go- 
vcrnment^ necei&rily led to the deftni£kion of that pordoo of 
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ifonarchy which they had left. — ^^ Your example will be foon 
^ followed; for Nations, rifing from Aeir leth^gy, will re-claim 
* the Rights of Man, with a voice which man cannot refift."— » 
The Rights of Man, in this paflage, are the Rights of Man, as 
they are ftated in Paine's works; for this fociety has exprcfsly 
declared Paine's works to be the foundation of all their proceed*' 
kigs. They have confidered themfelves as proceeding to cftablifli 
the Rights of Man, as taught by Thomas Paine; — You muft re-. 
eoUcca paffages to this efFeft, in feveral inftances — And, there- 
fore, when they fay, ** will re-claim the Rights of Man, with a 
Voice which man cannot refift," they muft be taken to mean the 
Rights of Man, in the full extent of the do£h'ine laid down in 
Paine's book, 

■ Gentlemen, I may add to this a remark, by the way, that it is 
a little extraordinary, confidering how much the Conftitutionat 
Society has been invcdved in this cafe, and how important it 
would have been for the prifoner, at the bar, to have brought 
fome members of that fociety to have explained this trania6Hon \ 
all the tran(a£tions, indeed, of that fociety, and particularly diis 
addrefs ; not one member of the Conftitutional Society is brought 
as a.witnefs on this trial, except that poor Dancing Mafter, who 
16 a member of both focieties, and who feemed incapable of 
underftanding any thing that paflTed. . The fame tiling occurs, 
to a great degree, with refpeft to the London Correfponding 
Society. Not one witnefe whom they have brought, was a perfon 
capable, from the defcription he gave of himfelf, of accounting, in 
any manner whatever, for the addrefs of the London Correiponding 
iSociety* 

. Gendemen, you remember die manner in which thefe two 
addrefles were paiTed in thefe focieties. The letter which was 
fent by Hardy, firft, and the debate that pafled between them, 
whether there ihould be a jcMnt, or a feparate addrefs } This was 
.not a thing ^en up in a hurry, but a thing confidered, and much 
debated uponj one in one form, and the other in another. If anv 
eridence, upon this fubje£t, could pofSbly have been given, which 
could have been advantageous to the prifoner at the bar, it would 
certainly have been produced. In trudi, both thefe addrelTes. 
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held out, in pretty ftrong terms, a wifli for ao alliance and 
friendfhip with another Country ; that Country certainly was noC^ 
at the time when thefe addrefles were prefented, in any adverfe 
fituation to this ; but ftill, with refpefb to this Country, in fuch 
a fituation as made it a matter deferving fome degree of cautioi, 
at leaft, or fuch as one ibould imagine would induce peribas^ 
thinking of prefenting fuch addrefles, to reflet a little upoo it, 
before they did It, 

How were thefe addrefles received ? One of the perfimi yAo 
were fent over with tilut of the Constitutional Society (bow the 
London Correfponding Societies Addrefs got over, we have vff 
been able to ibew) was Mr^ Joel Barlow, the Gentleman wbo 
had written the advice to the privileged orders, in which heJiis 
completely ftated what his ideas were, upon the fubje^ of Go- 
vernment, who had recently written an Ad^refe to the FraiA 
Convention, with refped to the defe£b in their Conftitution of 
1 79 1, pointing out a principal dekSt in that Conftitution to be 
the exiftence of a King ; and feveral other things, which, he 
conceived, ought to be removed, to render the Government ww 
COm|dete, upon the principles of the Rights of Man« The otber 
peribn was Mr, Froft, who, I (hall likewife obferve to you, is 
not called as a witneis, on behalf of the prifoner. He was t 
perfon who had made htmfdf a little obnoxious, and who after* 
wards became the obje£l of a profecution.' When thisadditft 
w^ prefented to the National AiTembly, in France, the Pie- 
fident of the French Afiembly perf<^ly uiulerftood the nutter. 
You will recollect, that there was likewife an addrefs pronounced 
by the Gentlemen who prefented this addrefs. Mr, Barlow and 
Mr. Froft were admitted to die Bar, and thus addre&d the 
Affembly; " Citizens of France, We are deputed from the 
^^ Society for Conftitutional Informadon, in London, to pitfeiit 
^' to you their congratulations on the trinaipha of Liberty.^ 
^^ I'his fociety had laboured long in tiie ca«tfe^ with little pn>4)ect 
^ of fuccefs, previous to the commencement of your Revdiition." 
What is this but a declaration, that this fociety had, before the 
French Revolution, been employing itfelf exactly upon the 
principles as thok upon uriiich tl^ Fmich ILevobiticB 
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effe(9)ed. <^ Conceive, then, their exoltatibn dF gratitude, ^»vhe(l| 
^ by die aftonifhing efibrts of yoor niMon, <bey behold tile t^eigH 
-^ of reaibn acquiring an exten'fion and fciiidit)s Which {yftmiife 
-^ to reward Ac labours of all fgmd •men, by ieCuring 4ie h^ypi* 
^ nefs of their fellow creatyresw" Now, ifthisfootety haitttaifc 
fthis Addrefe to the Natioiud Aflfembly, which finiflltd 'whtn 
they had formed the Conftitution of 17^1, 4t ffing^ tkye adr 
mittod, in jfome degree, of a different conftrodiion^ tet ttiey Mver 
ff^dreiTed that AiTembly, ijriiicfa feDmedidhie CdHMtirtiM df 179^ 
Why? Becaufe die Aflembiy,^whid) C^ttied ^ Col^AinidM «f 
<779l, had not brought tte Sievol«»oli to ^ point cf pet#ftion. 
That was die teafon they never addrelfed that AlBseMtf^ Oil 
(the contrary^ till die R^dlution of dvs ^oth ^ Auj^uft to6k 
filace, they had no idea of entering into ^his fort of 4;(ftTefp0^iAa¥ce 
.with die FreiKJi* They diem nrnln ^fe A4dMiftes to the fVen^ft 
Convention, at the iame time tifeeiaringi that, hidfm tids IjL^O? 
lution, the fbciety Jiad iDR^doyisd idelf cm ^ fitffie iMporbAt 
•objed.---^' Innumondxle Ibciities, X>f ^ Similar natvure, '«fe noffr 
^ ferming in every fart «(f England, SCiddand, afid trelbkld$ thc^ 
^ <eKcire a fpirit of univer&l en<}tiir)r iiito di^ CMipUtaiCrd abufdft 
-^ of Government, and die ^tnpie meftns of Reform^ Aftftr thfc 
^ e^^ample which Fiancf hu "given, die Snence of ReVolutiohtf 
^ will be rendered ^y-" Vi<swj h0W Was ^is Revoluticsh 
•cfibOed in Ffancef By an atfeidbly of tht )^(4«; kwfoUy 
afiembled under die authority tJFihe Kiftg, but taking upon 
themfelves, of dieir Vown.aqthority, to 4li5|Dlare ^heAifolr^ a Con*^ 
vcntion of the peqffle^ TJiiJie »re die in^ans by which diift Re^- 
yolnrion was tfiedbed ;. fcOm chat momefit tii« late Kfaig of France 
was depofed ; 60m dot fnopirBt il» 4^te Revoluti^ began % mi 
from that point it proceeded to its pi^^nt fituatjoH. ^ After the 
^ example given by France, 4« Scienoe of j^olutiqhs will b^ 
^ ,rendered eafy, ami the progrefs of l^eafort WiB ^ rapid. It 
^ would not ht AoK^gSj if, faft a period ^ ft<^rt of what We 
f« fbould venture to prcdi£t^ AddfiB^ ^ i^ididtatton fheuld crofs 
A^ thefe^ tQ a National Convention bi flngland/' Now, wfaa^ 
i» the meaning of a Nadoaol Cotiyemion in £ngktK|{ Is diis to 
4irt un^eiftooci of anMettii)g«f p^^afl^ kf ihe (Mi^«f {Kst^ic^iio)^ 
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^ariiamait for a Reform of Parliament ? What cian it meaa but 
m Convention, affuming a^ Ac powers of Government, precifdy 
M the National Convention of France, at that time, did ? Is it 
poffible to conceive, that any odier conftrudion can fairly be pot 
•upon^ofe wor4s ? And have they brought one Angle man of this 
fociety, for the purpofe of (hewing, that fuch is not the conftru£bon 
which ought to be put upon thefe words ? 
• What is the anfwer of the Prefident of the National Aflembly ? 
He has no fort of doubt of the intention and meaning of diofe 
perfons; for he immediately calls them,^ Generous Republicaro.** 
He could not have a conception of their principles, otfaerwiie than 
as Republican principles. When men addrefled them, in that 
ftyle, they could not iiave an idea, that they were friends to the 
Houfe of Commons, to the old Peers, or to the new ones. The 
anfwer of the French Prefident is :— ^' Generous Republicans, 
.^ your appearance in this place will form an epoch in the hiftorj 
f^ of mankind* Hiflory will confecrate the day, when, from a 
^<< nation, long regarded as a rival, and in die name of a. great 
i^ number of your fellow Citizens, you appeared in the midft of 
** the reprefentatives of the people of France.'* There is another 
paiTage, which, indeed, is a previous pafTage, which I particulariy 
.meant to have read :-*-^ The jQiades of Pym, of Hampden, and 
^' of Sidney, are hovering over your heads, and the moment 
^^ cannot be diftant when the people of France will ofier dieir 
^ congratulations to a National Convention in England.'* Why, 
Grentlemen, the Prefident of Ae French National Convention 
feems not to have the flighteft doubt of the meaning of the 
Addrefs. He had not a conception, but that the peribns vAi9 
fent it, were difpofed to eftablifh, and defirous of eftabliihing, in 
pur Country, a Republican Government; and. that diey had 
aftually taken the means for that purpofe. He fays, that die 
•moment could not bi far diftant when the people of France 
would offer their congratulaUons to a National Convendon in 
England. Is it poffible to explain thefe tranfa^lions in any other 
fcnfe than that which I have fubmitted to you? If it be, why 
^has not foryie perfon or other appeared, as a witnefs, to have given 
what he conc^y^ to be tji^ true fenfe and meaning of the ibdecji. 
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'ws-jM^'mSl recoiled, that a great deal of evidence has bcea 
introduced into diis caufe, for die purpofe of giving conftruftions 
of the fame fort. That makes it a very ftrong cafe ; for when 
perfons are called to give conftruAions to v^ords of one defcrip* 
-don, and diere are none caUed to give a conftrucdon to VTOids of 
another defcription, or to words ufedinone ca(e^ and not to words 
iifed in another, it muft, at leaft, be taken, that, in that inftance 
in which they do not attempt to give, by other means, a con* 
ftruction to words, the words are open to that conftruction wfaidi 
the words themfelves fairly import. Thefe words can import 
nothing elfe than a declaration of a complete defign formed, of 
"cftablifliing, in this Country, a Republican Government; of 
bringing about a National Convention ; to which National Con- 
vention, as an Aflembly, having in itfelf the Executive and 
Legiflative Power of Ae Government, die National Aflembly of 
Prance might fend thefe congratulations. 

Gentlemen, it fliews alio, that the Convention, by their decrees 
of the 19th of November, and of die 15th of December, 1792, 
had adopted diat fort of defence, which had been fuggefted to 
them, — ^ the giving Liberty to Europe," — as a mode of defence 
of their own Liberty; and diat diey had declared, in the name of 
die French Nation, that they would aiFord military affiftance to 
all people who wiihed to recover dieir Liberty, within which 
defcription they moft certaiidy had confidered the Britifh Nation ; 
becaufe the London Correfponding Society, and the Society for 
Conftitutional Information, had exprefsly aflerted, that the BritiOi 
Nation were Slaves. The French had, by thefe decrees, de- 
clared, that they would not permit a Reformation in the Houfe of 
Commons, if it was in their power to prevent it; diey had, in 
effect, declared, they would compel the people of this Country, 
at the requeft of the London Correfponding Society, and the 
Society for Conftitutional Information, to accept a Government, 
- formed upon the principles of the Sovereignty of the People ; and 
that, if the people <^ diis Country fhould refufe to accept of 
Liberty and Equality, being defirous to preferve their Prince, 
and « their privileged cafts, that they would treat them as 
caeoues. 
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Lord -ChUfJuJiice Eyre, Mr. Sdicitor Gieneral, if you have 
finifbcd this bead on the Addre&s to the National Convention 
of F'rance, I think wc had better adjourn; as it will be im- 
poffible for any human fowers to fuftain it, if we do not ; and I 
think we fiiould lofe as much time to-morrow morning, as wc 
;Siouid gain to night. 



Adjowrued (it now being Twenty-five Minutes pajl Twelve 
t'Clock^ on Wednejdoy Morning-^) io Eight o'Cloci^ 
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SESSION HOUSE IN THE OLD BAILEY. 

Tuefdajy November the \tb^ 1 794* 

PRESENT, 

Lord Chief Juftice EYRE 5 

Lord Chief Baron MACDONALDj - 

Mr. Baron HOTHAM; 

^Mr. Juftioe BULLERj 

Mr. Juftice GROSE; 

And others, his Majefty's Juftices, &c, 

Thomas Hardy fet to the bar. 

Mr. Solicitor General. 

Gentlemen of the Jury, 

When I had the honour of addreiling you laft night, I ftated to 
fou the general idea I had of the perfons "wlio vvere engaged in the 
tranra£tions which have been brought in evidence before you, 
how far in thofe tranfa£bons (though not fpecifically and pre- 
cifely) how far I conceived the prifoner was generally impli- 
cited; what was his chara£ler in tfaofe tran(a£tions, and n^diat 
were the charafters of thofe who were the agents in thein. Pro- 
k&xig, to confider, and to believe, that the vaft majprity of the 
peribns£ng2ged were not of that defcription of perfons to whom 
die highly criminal intent imputed to the prifoner, ought to bo 
imputed. I alfo ftated to you what I conceived to be clearly 
tbe law upon the fubjed ; hoping that, under the dire&ion of 
my Lords upon the Bench, you will be of opinion that what Z 
hive ftated as the law, is unqueftionably the law of the land, 
derived down to us now for a period of between four and five 
kundred years. Having proceeded then to ftate to you what 
app^red to be, from the evidence, as &r as I went through i^ 
the views, obje£b and intentions of die perfons concerned in 
Aefe tranlaftionS) I bad arrived at that period when the focieties 
iUx^kA ^ Natiotial (^nvenUon of f rance^ and I had infifted 
5 confi- 
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confidcrably at large upon that tran(a(ftion. I had infiftcd upm 
it, bectufe it appeared to me to be a tranfadion ii^cfa ^^ewed 
their views, their intentions, and their objeAs fo plainly^ fo 
clearly, and fo irrefragably, that I thought it impoffible, in any 
part of the cafe, more ftrongly to imprefs upon your minds 
what thofe views, what thofe intentions, and what thpfe objeds 
were, and how they meant finally to accompIi(h thofe views^. 
intentions aiki objeds, namely, by aflembliiig a National Coo* 
vention* 

I think. Gentlemen, if you advert fimply and only to thofe 
two addreifes ; to that introdu£i:ion to one of them when it was 
prefented to the National Convention by Mr. Barlow and Mr» 
Froft, and to the anfwer which v^ras giveij by the Prefident of 
the National Convention — ^an anfwer in which no fraud or 
difguife was neceip^y tp be ufed) and in which, on the contrary, 
the plain truth was moft likely to appear — you can have no 
doubt in your own minds that the views, the objects, and the 
intentions of the prifoner at the bar, and of all thofe who were h 
hx concerned with him as to have a complete connection witbr 
that tranisuSlion, were nothing lefs th^ the deftrudion of the 
Government of this Country, by means of an AiTembly of tlw 
People, and to eftablifli a reprefentative Government in the- 
room of that Government under which this Country has fe 
long flourifbed, in ipite of all the abufes that belong to it. 
Abufes will belong to every Government, perhaps abominable 
abufes belong to this Government— »I will not difiemble that 
there may be fuch ; and as far as in my power, I ihould think- 
it my duty to bring them forth whenever it fhould be neceilary- 
to do, foi-^for whatever fituation a man may ftand in in the 
Country, he has an intereft infinitely dearer than that fituation* 

Gentlemen, having fluted to you what appeared to me to be* 
a reafonable conclufion from the tranfa£tion with France, whidi< 
I have mentioned, I will notice to you the obfervations which* 
naturally occur frcnn the conduct of thofe who were concerned 
in it: and I muft here obferve, that as it has been extremely 
difficult in the courfe of this long trial, to mark with certainty all 
tlie papers t}iat have been .produced, l.nuy by poffibiIity» but; 

I am 
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1 tun furc it Will be unintentionally, mentidn to you {lame: 
|>iq)ers which may not have been adually produced. If I* 
Ihould do fo, I ihould be much obliged to the Counfel for. 
the prifoner if they can comft me. If not, I wifh my friendd 
to do fo. . 

I was going to ftate to you a letter from the Society at Stock- 
port to the prifoner, dated the 3d of November, 179a. Gen- 
tlemen, you will recollect that with refpe6l to all the letters that 
have been produced, except, I think, one, not a fmgle obferva- 
tion has been made by the Counfel for the prifoner* That one 
is a letter from Norwich, which I fliall note to you prefently. 
In this letter of the 3d of November, 1792^ the Secretary of 
the Society at Stockport, fays, ** I am direded by the Friends 
' « of Univerfal Peace and the Rights of Man," which very 
title I think, if you advert to it, plainly fliews what the in- 
tention and obje£)t of thefe parties were ; for you will recoiled): 
(the thought occurs to me at die moment) diat the idea which 
had been conceived by thoie perfons, was an enthufiafin un- 
queftionably, but an enthuliafm dangerous in the higheft de- 
gree;— 4fae idea which they had conceived was, that by the 
eftabliihment of the Rights of Man, univerfal peace would be 
eftabliflied throughout the world. When, therefore, perfons 
^ume die appellation of the Friends of Univerfal Peace and . 
die Rights of Man, they plainly declare diat they have not in 
view any reform in the Government of this Country, as now 
eftabliihed, becaufe it is, according to their declaration, incon- 
llftent not only with their conception of the Rights of Man, 
but witii dicir conception of the procuring univerfal peace.* 
Their idea of the means of procuring univerfal peace was, that 
by eftablifhing a reprefentative Government throughout the 
World, the interefts of the people would be fo immediately con- 
iidered by the Government of every Country, that war would ^ 
oeafe^ and univerfal peace would be eftablifhed throughout the 
univerfe, and all the World would be, in eiFe£l, one Nation. 
You will recollect' diat that has appesured in a variety of in- • 
fiances in the papers which have been produced to you. That ' 
oithuiiafm they certainly had, and an enthufiafin as dangerous. 
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ti^ Government a^ any that ever cxiftedj as daiigercms'^af fta^ 
oithufiaftn of the Millcnarians, or FifA Monarchy-men, wto 
in the laft century occafioned fome difttlrhance, not very violent^ 
indeed^ in this Country^ under an hnpreflion upon dieir mtnd^ 
that Chrift was to come to eftablifli his own Government upon- 
eardi> and that diere was to be univerfal peace and good-wifl 
among men) what they called the kingdom of the faints. Undef ' 
that impreffion they made an infurre^on in the reign of Charles 
die Second, which Was fupprefied after the death of a few people^ 
There had been an infurre£tion of Ae fame nature under die 
GovemnKHt of CromMwU^ which alfo was foon fupprefled^. 
but the perions concerned in thefe tratifadions^ to the very laft 
perfifted in thcfir enthufiafm, and fome of diofe executed in tU 
reign of Charles the Second, protefted in their laft moments^ 
that if they had been deceived, they had been deceived by Heaven. 
When the mtnds of men are Capable of being worked up to fiich 
btafphcmous ezpreffions, it is not poffible to fay t6 Ivhat length' 
they may not go* Their iincerely entertaining fUch ideas, ddes 
not at all kfien^the danger of them ; does not at all leflen the ne^ 
cefBty for the Government of the Cotmtry to take the means of 
reprci&ng them, and punifhing the delinquents in the fevereft 
manner* If men fhould take it into their heads that the com-* 
diunity of goods is part of die Chriftian religion, and fhould 
upon Aat ground take die goods of their neighbours, they muft 
be punifhed as robbers, beeaufe it is impoflible to prefenre the 
peace of fociety by any other means« 

Gentlemen, I have digreifed in confequence of what occurred 
to me from the tide which thefe people at Stockport chofe to 
aflUme. The letter proceeds — ^ I am direfted by the Friends 
^ of Unive^tfal Peace and the Rights of Man, to inform you, that 
" wc receited two letters from you ; the firft, dated September 
^ lift, requefting us to concert with you in tranfmitting lo 
" the French Nadonal Convention an addrefs figned by every 
** member."-r*-It then proceeds to that which is not very ma- 
terial, except that it proves that this Society in London were not 
{content funply with addreffing die French Convention them« 
fdves, butatlenftpted to previdL opoii aQ t^ other Societies to d» 

the 



Ac fiune tfaifig^ "wfaicb they cx>nfidered as affifting tlie caufe €al 
a very great degree ; and, in a letter from the prifoner himfel^ 
in die courte of the trania&ioii— I forget to whom it was di-^ 
rcfled, but it is a letter in which he mentions die fubferipdon 
to the French — tha^ in his opfnicm, a number of fignatures was 
infinitely better dian any fum of money they could think, of fub^ 
fcribii%* 

The tetter proceeds — ^ Wtdi reiped to die fubftance of diis 
^ letter^ wse believe that the caufe of the French is that of every 
^ individual perfon in Hurope, diat is not fettenii^ on plunder^ 
^ or whoy dirough ignorance, obftiaacy and inattention, fit un« 
^ concerned, and will not be perfuaded to confider, although 
^ inevitable ruin ihould be the awfiil confequence." — Here you 
fee, Gendemen, that this Society at Stockport decbre mod: 
clearly what diey confidered to be the chjtSt of fuch an addreis 
to the French ; that they confidered the caufe of the French as 
dieir own caufe, and likewife that of every individual perfon in 
Europe, not fattening on plunder.— i»<< We therefore think it 
^ highly nece&ry to add our friendly aid and affiftance^ in order 
^ to Simulate the opprefied fiiends of fireedom in France, againil 
^ 9U the defpots in Europe (who are combined againft the juft 
^ and equal ri^ts of manj, by afTuring them that wc view 
**^ thdur fignal exertions, and wonderful victories, with admira* 
** don; together with,"— ^rnark this, Gendemen — ^ together 
^ with die exdn£kion of treacherous royalty, and the reftoring 
'^ to every individual, his equal, indubitable rights, as fdlow 
* men and firee citizens ; and that our hearts are united with 
^ diebr's, as in one common caufe, confidering, as in a gteat 
^ meafure, their vi£tory our emancipadon, together with dieir 
« own.** 

Ng(w, what was that viSory ?-«^The glorious viAory of die 

lodi of Auguft. Gendemen, has not this Society at Stock* 

fiort declared its views in die moft complete and dire£l terms ? — 
•^ The extinSion of treacherous royalty** is here not pointed out 
ambiguoufly ; not pointed out by words which will «dmit of a 
different conftru^on, but by words dtreA and pfatin ; by words 
wfaidl roqutra na.comment^ to niAiKii aoanAver could poffibly be 

Sivcn^ 
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given, and to whicb, therefore, my learned friends did iMzXXitnft 

tp give any anfvref^e Gentlemen, their filence upon diat fiib* 

JS& is conviaion*— If they could have got rid of the force and 
effeft of diis letter, they would have done fo. — ^ You cannot con- 
ceive that it was through any want of ability — >that it was 
through any want of induftry ; for I am fure, when you heard, 
more efpecially, what fell from my learned friend who fpoke hit,, 
you muft acknowledge, that (although not pofleffing, perhaps, 
all the ornaments of eloquence which diftinguifli fcxne men, and 
yet pofiei&ng them to a very confiderable degree) as a judidous, 
^ a foi:cible, and as a really able and convincing Advocate, he has' 
not his fuperior* 

Gentlemen, obferve the manner in which this letter proceeds — ' 
^ Yet, (bould it ever be the cafe that our Miniftry (hould be b 
^ perfidious as, contrary to their pledged iaith of neutrality, 
^ to join the execrable band of defpots againft the caufe of firee^ 
** dom, we will ftand forward, even to the hazarding our lifts/ 
** by ufing every juftifiable means to countenuSt their maciuna- 
*^ tions, and give to the friends of freedom all the encouragement 
** and fupport which we feverally, unfupported, can afford.'* 

Gentlemen, i$ not that a clear and plain declaration — ^is not 
that faying, without a doubt, that, confidering the caufe of Ae 
French as their own caufe — confidering the vidlories of 4ef 
French as their own vi£tories«— confidering the emancipaticHi 
of the French as their own emancipation, they were eager them- 
ielves to proceed to the extinction of what they call treacherous 
royalty, and fo to reflore to every individual his equal and. 
indubitable rights, as free men and free citizens y and diat they 
would do this to the hazarding of their lives. ■ - I t feems to* 
me, that it is impoflible to conceive a more complete comment 
upon.thofe addrefTeS to the National Convention, than that which 
is contained in this letter.*— It feems impoffible, when we adverf 
to the contents of this letter, to have a doubt what were the 
objei^s, the views and intentions of thofe perfons. 

But, Gentlemen, what is the letter from Norwich, whidti vaf 
learned friends did condefcend to obferve upon— I fuppofe, under* 
the impreflion that it was neceflary for them to take notice 

of 



. of fimiething^ and without any very clear vieW) 1 fhould appre* 
hend, in the feledion which they have made of it ; unlefs, periiaps, 
'Aey found, that, in the courfe df the evidence^ there was very 
coniiderable alluAon to it, and therefore they thought it could not 
poffibly efcape notice.— *That letter is dated November the nth, 
1792* — The letter frcwn Stockport was die 3d of November.— * 
This letter from Norwich, you will recollefl, Was made the fub* 
jcft even of debate in die meetings of the Societies. 

It ftates, ^ We, the Society for Political Information at Nor- 
^ wich, are deftrous of holding, and ftrenuouily fupporting, the 
^ noble (entiments which you" (the London Correfponding 
Society) << fo lately and friendly difperfed among us ; and, as we 
^ fo much admire your well-adapted plan for a Reformation in 

* the State, permit us, with the utmoft deference to your worthy 
^ Society, to participate with you in all your great nationd 

* correfpondence, which your very name promifes to maintain % 
^ and, in confequence thereof, it is humbly deiired by the Society 
^ which I have the happinefs to reprefent, to incorporate three 
** members with your worthy fraternity; in doing which, I fball 
** here inform you of their names and relidence :"— then the 
diree perfons are mentioned* — ^ Our principal defign in doing 
** this, i^ that we may have an opportunity of knowing more 
" eita£l:Iy, what may be thought the moft eligible fteps to be 
** taken in carrying on this great bufmefs of our afTociated 
^ brethren, and to have an opportunity to afk fuch fort of 
*^ queftions as may be thought very reafonable among the 
«* brediren, efpecially when we think that publications arc co- 
" vered with a fort of obfcurity in them, as the SheflSeld people's 
^ declaration, which feems determined to fupport the Duke of 
•* Richmond's plan only.'* 

Now there, Gentiemen, is a Society which perceives a fort 
of obfcurity in the declarations of the Sheffield Society, and ftates 
in what it conceives that obfcurity to confift— ** efpeciajly when 
" we think that publications are covered with a fort of obfcurity 
« in them, as the Sheffield people's declaration, \rtiich feems de- 
^ termined to fupport the Duke of Richmond's plan only," 
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Gentlemen, you will recoUedt that the plan of the Duke or 
Richmond was a plan which, however I may think it wild and 
extravagant, was a plan which had no other obje6l whatever 
than that of reforming die Houfe of Commons in this Country^, 
by making all perfbns, who were of a certain age, and not liable 
to certain objections, capable of giving their votes for the de^oa 
of Members of that Houfe, dividing the whole Country intQ 
diftricls for that purpofe, and allotting, I think, about 2600 
votes to the election of every Member, and making the Member^ 
about 500 rr— So that it had not,, in any degree whatever, in vicn^ 
the giving what is^ called the right of equal, active Citizenihip; 
that is, the right of every man to Ihare in the Government of 
the Country ; but cxprefsly confining, in his letters, and in all 
his declarations upon the fubject, his idea of Reform, to giving 
to every man the right of chiding a perfon by wfaois the hm 
by which he was to be governed, were to be made—- a diftinctioa 
very clear and very plain, but not very eafily to be found in that 
cfeckration of the Sheffield people. — The Norwich SocietjEi 
therefore, thought that there was a. Ibrt of obicurity in. the de- 
claration of the Sheffield people ;. ia confequence of which, they 
began to apprehend that this Sheffield Society did not mean to go 
the length which they intended. They fay, that, from diis dey 
daration of the Sheffield people, they begin to apprehend tint 
the Sheffield people feemed determined to fupport the Duke of 
Ricbmood'^s plan only. — The letter adds — « But, fince we Aid, 
•* in a printed letter received from them in a book, that they 
" mean to abide by fome moderate Reform, as may hereafter 
•* be brought forward by the Friends of the People^" — You 
will recollect, in the interval the Society of the Friends of the 
People was cftablifhcd, which profelTcd to have in view only 
a Moderate Reform ; and which, likewife, if you may judge from 
the evidence that has been given at the bar by fbme of the 
Members of that Society, never conceived even the Duke of 
Richmond's plan to come within the defcription of a Moderate 
Reform, but always thought that plan wild and extravagant. The 
letter adds — " which method is uncertain to us.'' — Here you 
find that the Friends of the People, and the Society for Coofti- 
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tutional Information, do not exaftly agree ; and you will re- 
colleft that the Friends of the People, and the Society for Con- 
ftitutional Information, fo very little agreed, that the Friends of 
the People had declared that they would have nothing more to do 
with the Society for Conftitutional Information, becaufe they 
iaw clearly, that, in the tranfailions in which the Society for 
Conftitutional Information were engaging, they had not in view 
a Reform of the Commons Houfe of Parliament, but had in view, 
as the letter of the Friends of the People ftates^ the accomplifli- 
ment of what is termed " jJl Mr. Paine's plans for public 
*f benefit;" including therefore, neceflarily, the ej^tinSion of 
treacherous royalty, the extin<ftion of ariftocracy, and the eftabliih* 
ment of perfeft reprefentation. 

, The letter proceeds, after obferving that the Friends of the 
people, and the Society for Conftitutional Information, did not 
jgree — " We would be glad to know the reafon ; it feems to 
^ me as though the difference was this: the Friends of the 
•* People mean only a Partial Reform, becaufe they leave out 
•*. the words expreffing the Duke of Richmond's plan, and talk 
" only of a Reform ; while the Manchefter people feem to inti- 
•* mate, by addrefling Mr. Paine, as though they were intent 

** upon Republican principles only/' We are accufed of 

pieffing hard upon the prifoner for addrefling Paine. — Did not 
Ais Norwich Society, with whom he correfponded, confider that, 
by addrefling Paine, the Manchefter people feemed to intimate 
that they were intent upon Republican principles only ? And did 
not die Friends of the People put the fame conftrudlion upon the 
conduct of the Society for Conftitutional Information ? 

The letter proceeds — "Now, to come clofer to the main 
** queftion, it is only defired to know whether the generality of 
•* the Societies mean to reft fatisfied with the Duke's plan 
«* only." — Conceiving therefore, as you fee. Gentlemen, that the 
leaft that they were to have in view, was eftablifliing the Duke's 

plan " Whether the generality of the Societies mean to reft 

*' latisfied with the Duke's plan only ;" that is, whether you 
ftniggle for more, or will be contented with that ; for that muft 
be the meaning of the words — " or whether it is their private 
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" defign to rip up Monarchy by the roots, and plant Democracj 
*« in its ftead/' 

Gentlemen, when we attend to this letter, it is impoffibk not 
to perceive that this Norwich Society was floating in a d^ree 
of uncertainty with refped to the views of the other Sociedes, 
was difpofed, perhaps, to be content widi the Duke of Ridi« 
itnond's plan onlyj to reft (atisfied with it, but at the fiune time 
to obtain whatever it could beyond it. That this letter was 
written for the purpofe for which it was fuppofed by the Lo» 
don Correfponding Society to have been written, for the purpofe 
of knowing what were the true and real fentiments of diis iJXh 
don Correlponding Society. 

Now, Gentlemen, if the London Correfponding Society bd 
Intended to hold facfed the monarchy of the Country, to hoU 
(acred the Houie of Lords, and had no obje£t in view but efia- 
blifhing a new Conftitution of the Houie of Commons, by 
Univerfal Suffrage and Annual Parliaments, "Opottld they have 
hefitated in anfwering this letter ? would they, as defcribed in 
Lynam^s evidence (and by the way I would obferve diat Ly- 
nam's evidence throughout is capable of being ccmtradideii by 
hundreds and hundreds of perfons, if it be not true, and there 
is not one perfon brought to contradift one fingle word xsf it) 
would they have deliberated in the manner in which he delcribes 
'them to have deliberated upon the fubjed: ? would they have 
thought that this letter was intended to draw them into 'fixne 
incautious declaration, and that in confequence they might be 
brought tnto fome difficulties ? what incautious declaration oooTd 
they have been drawn into by this letter, if they had meant 
.what it is now pretended they did mean. Their anfwer in 
that cafe would have been, " You have totally miflaken us; 
** we have not the moft diftant idea of what you ilippoie^ of 
" ripping up Monarchy by the roots, and placing Democracy 
^ in its ftead; our view is fimply and only a Reform of the 
^ Houfe of Commons upon the Duke of Richmond's plan.'' 
The anfwer to the letter was the moft ftmple and plain imagin- 
able, it never could have been matter for deliberation and can- 
fideration. They would have treated this letter as a letter not 
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to draw them in, except it was to draw them in to do thsft 
ivhich they did not mean to do, and as a letter whic)i 
ought, therefore, to be reje£bd with the utmoft indignation. 
But what do they do ? they deliberate upon this letter, which is 
.dated the nth of November, and at length, on the 26th of 
November, they fend this anfwer — it was addrefled, firft of all, 
^ GentUmeny* but that is fcratched out, and " FiUow Gtizens^* 
put in its place. Obfervations have been made upon the word 
Gtizen. Unqueftionably we are all Citizens of the fame State, 
and when the word Citizen is ufed without any particular al- 
luilon, it certainly means nothing in any degree improper, but 
what is the comment which they themfelves have given upon 
the word Citizen, in the report of their Committee of Confti- 
tution. They diftinguifh between Citizen and Subjed— 
^ Citizifij the ancient appellation given to the members of free 
^ States — SubjeSf can only, with propriety, be applied to a 
** member of a State whofe Government has been inftituted by 
** foreign conqueft, or hy the prevalence of a domeftic fe<ftion.** 
Thus they have conftantly, if you will recollect, in all their 
p^ers, intimated the moft gro(s falfhood — that the Britifh 
Conftitution was a Governnient inftituted by foreign conqueft ; 
meaning, as Mr. Paine thinks proper to aftert moft falfely, that 
the Conftitution and Government of this Country was the 
rdult of the Norman conqueft, whereas, in truth, all the sj- 
teiiation that that conqueft introduced, vras an alteration prin- 
cipally in the ariftocratical part of the Conftitution, and thqfe 
muft recolleft who know any thing of the hiftory of the Countr}', 
that the Saxon laws and inftitutions are the whole foundation of 
our Government, particularly that part of it which confifts in 
the adminiftration of juftice, which is the great fecurity of the 
liberty of the fubjedt. Therefore, Gentlemen, the word " Ci- 
** tizen" is not an indiflFerent word when ufed by thefe perfons : 
It would be indifferent ufed by others, but when ufed by perfons 
who draw a diftin^on between Citizen and Subjedl, and who 
affert that no perfons are to be .called Subje<S):s but thofe who 
are members of a State whofe Government has been inftituted 
by foreign conqueft, or the prevalence of a'domeftic faction, 
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which they call an ufurped Government, they mean to affcrt 
that they are determined no longer to remain fubjects of the 
Britifh Government, but to be Fellow Citizens of a new State. 

Gentlemen, the letter having in its addrefs the alteration 
from " Gentlemen" to " Fellow Citizens,*' proceeds dius-« 
« Your letter of the nth inftant, vjras by the Secretary laid 
^ before the Committee of Delegates of the London Corrc- 
" fponding Society ; the London Correfponding Society havli^ 
" never before heard of your Society, wifh to have fome further 
** information concerning it, as to its origin, its principles, and 
" the number of its members. Such an account in your next 
" letter will give them great fatisfaftion." Here, Gendemcn, 
they are writing to a Society of whom they profefs not before to 
have heard ; of whom, therefore, they ought certainly to have 
been particularly cautious, becaufe they could not poffibly knonr 
any thing of that which they here enquire after^ the principles cjf 
its members. 

The letter proceeds — " They do not thoroughly comprehend 
" how it would be poffible to incorporate with our Sorietj, 
*' three of your members refiding in Norwich, inafmudi as it 
** would be impoflible to communicate to them at that diftance 
** all our correfpondence, and they could not attend our Com- 
•* mittecs, where the bufmefs is tranfafted. If it is informa- 
^ tion you want, they will very readily anfwer any queftion you 
** may put to them. As to the objeft they have in view, Aey 
" refer you to their addreffes." I (hall take notice of thefe ad- 
drefles prefently, of which my learned friend reminds me that 
the Counfel for the prifoner hav^ taken no notice whatever; not 
one fingle obfervation has been made upon thofe addrefles, though 
thofe addrefles are here exprefsly referred to, as containing the 
objefts the Society had in view, " As to the obje6b they have 
** in view, they refer you to their addrefTcs ; you will therein 
** fee they mean to difTeminate political knowledge, and thereby 
« engage the judicious part of the Nation to demand a rdkra- 
•* tion of their rights in annual Parliaments". The members of 
«* thpfe Parliaments, owing their eledlion to the unbought and 
•« yiAiaffcd fUffragc of every Citizen in poffcffion Qf Us leafim, 

« and 
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^ and not incapacitated by crimes, they confider the obtaining 
" fuch Parliaments to be the ground- work of every neceflary 

* reform. To this, therefore, they fteaSily adhere, and turn 

* themfelves neither to Ae right, nor to the left, to follow any 
.•* other plan whatever. The rales and orders of their Society 

* teing fo plain and eafy, that if they can get a majority of the 
•* Nation to aft as they do, the proj^fed reform will efFcft it' 

* felf. They look upon the trifling differences that may have 

* arifen between the feveral Societies to be of very iitdc con- 
** (equence, and think they will fubfidc without any ways in- 

* juring the caufe.'* Thofe trifling diflTerences confifted, as 
ftated to them by the Norwich Society, in the queftion, whe- 
ther the Societies meant to reft fatisfied with the Duke of 
Ridimond's plan only ; or, as the Friends of the People pro- 
pokdj ftill lefs violent meafures ; or whether it was their private 
defign to rip up Monarchy by the roots, and place Democracy in 
its ftead. Thefe are the irifltng differences; and I obferve that 
fliis word trifling is put in the place of the word little. It, there- 
fore, was not a word that was not confidered. 

They proceed. Gentlemen, to fay, " they think it a matter 
^ of fmall importance whatever name you choofe to adopt j they 
•* adyife you to follow their plan, and divide yourfejves into 
^ fmaH Societies, each of which to chqofe a Delegate; the 
^ Delegates when met to form the Committee, and tranfaft the 
^ bufinefs of the Society ; afterwards let each Delegate repoij 
^ to his divifion the bufinefs fo done, let him admit frefh mem- 
^ bers, comijaunicate frefh intelligence, promote and encourage 
^ politick difcuifion, or read to you fuch books as may convey 
«* die inftru£tion your weaker members ftand in need of." 
Weak brethren, you will recoUeft is a term that wgis very 
much in ufe at one time; it meant a perfon that was not rifci^ 
to that height of enthufiafm which was neceflTary for what was 
then cailed ihc good caufe — ^^ but above all,'* and then the 
word ** Gititleme?^* is ftruck out — *' but above all be careful 
" to prefcrve peace and good order among you ; let no difpute 
^ be carried to excefs." And here come the words which fhew 
ijic me^ming of the whole of this letter— The queftion put & 

QL4 ^^^ 



( ^z^ ) 

dicm was, whether it was their private defign to rip up Mo- 
Sttrchy by the roots, and place Democracy in its ftead; iee 
what anfwer they give to that. Inftead of expreffing dieir 
indignation at fuch an idea ; inftead of faying, how could you 
imagine that fuch was our intention j how could you conceive 
that we had ever thought of deftroying that which is £> eflential 
th the eftahliibed Conftitution of this Country, whidi is indeed 
A* very eflfence of its Government} the eiTence of the Govern- 
ment of this Country being that it is a Monarchy ; a limited Mo- 
narchy; the great ufe of diat Monarchy being that it reduces 
a£tion to a fingle point, it fuppreiles ambition, it contains every 
iidng within a juft prerogative, and it gives us this boofi, dat 
we never need fear a Roberfpierre, or any Dictator, becaufewe 
have a King ; becaufe we have a perfon at the head of all, (p 
whofe fituation no peribn can afpire, but whofe powers are to 
limited by known and bounded prerogatives, that he caraxK 
pa& beyond them without exciting the jealoufy of all. 

Gentlemen, the anfwer is very curious; it is — ^ Let m 
^ difpute be carried to excefs ; leave Monarchy, Democracy, aad 
f* even Religion entirely afide ; never difpute on thefe tc^Ncs.** 
What ! never difpute on the topics of Monarchy and Democracy;! 
on the propriety of eftablifhing the one or the other as the Go- 
vernment of a Country, when perfons were confidering whit 
ought to be the reform to be created in the Government of. the 
Country! /^ Let your endeavours go to encreafe the numba 
^ of thofe who wifb for a full and equal reprefentation of ds 
^ people, and leave to a Parliament fo chofen to form plans fo 
<* remedying the exiftijig abiifes. Should they then not anfwer 
« your expeftations, at the year's end you maychoofe otfaen 
^ in their ftead/' 

Now, Gentlemen, this letter which chooles to leave mooar* 
chy and democracy entirely alone, in efk£t ftates a plan of dear 
and pure democracy; for it fays-^< let your endeavours go tt> 
^ encreafe the number of th<^ who wUh for a fiill and eqnl 
^ reprefentation of the people, and leave to a pariimient: h 
^ chofen«i-»that is an entin partianunty fo chofen^ Iqr s foil 
f md equsd nyrefentation of die people^^-aa eledive Senatfr— 
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• for it can mean nothing elfe — to form plans for remedying Ae 

• exifting abufes. Should they then not aiifwer your expeifta* 

• tions, at the year's end you may choofe others in their fteaA"— 
Tkis is not too ftrong a comment which I have made upon die 
words, << dipfe who wifh for a full and equal reprefentation of 
« die people,'* and " leave to a parliament fo chofeni'* becaufe 
if you will look at the Addrefs of the London Correfpondii^ 
Society, of the 6di of Auguft 1792, they fpeak in clear, plaiif, 
and unequivocal language of a parliament fo chofen, as that whicb 
as to accomplifli all their purpofes. When they referred therefoit 
in diis letter to their Addreffes-^when in this letter they inferted 
diis paflage, the £une idea preffed upon their minds— namely, 
dnt by a fiill and equal reprefentation of the people, they meant a 
pjurliament chofen as they there ftate, they meant a parliament 
wiiolly ek^ve, excluding a Houfe of Lords, and you will ob- 
lerve^ that in this Addrefs of the 6th of Auguft 1792, they de^ 
Icribeit accordingly as thepeo{de^s parliament. After taking notice 
of fome things which I fhall have occafion to obferve upon prefent- 
ly, diey iay ^ numerous other reforms will undoubtedly take place 
" even in the firft Seffion of a Parliament fo ele<aed" — that is of 
die ^vfaole padiament fo ele<Skd — ^^ depending only upon their 
<* Elefbrs, undivided by fadion, uncorrupted by the Minifter, 
^ and uninfluenced but by the public good.'' 

Gendemen, if dieir views went ilmply to the reprefentation of 
die people^ in the Commons Houfe of Parliament, in what fenfe 
Coidd diey poffib}y have ufed thefe words. One paper refle<9s 
i^KNi the odier; it is clear and plain, that that only, which I 
hsveflated, could have been their intent. The Letter proceeds, 
^ To preferve peace and good order among you, letnodifpute be 
^ carried to excefs. Leave monarchy, democracy, and even re-- 
^ ligion entirely afide. Never difpute on thefe topics.'* 

Gendemen, you have been told that the prifoner never 
talked of die abolition of monarchy^— never talked of die 
Jibolidon <^ die peerage— of die eftabliibment of democracy — 
/but att his language was only of the Duke of Richmond's 
fhw Grant dia^ it wasib^ VibU does it prove^ but that be ob^ 
foved die lefibn wbteb he taught to odiers, 9x4 which peihaps 

this 
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ihis very letter might teach him the neceflity of obferving— ^ta 
** leave monarchy, democracy, and even religion entirely afide, 
** never to difpute on thefe topics, but to let his endeavours go 
** only to encreafingthe number of thofe who wifhcd for a full 
« and equal reprefentation of the people/' according to the fenfe 
in which he ufed thofe words; and ** leaving to a parliament (b 
** conftituted, to accomplifli every objed): that he wifhed," 

The letter proceeds — ^ The committee ofFer you every af- 
^ fiftance in their power, but requeft diat your queftions may rc- 
*' late chiefly to the methods of obtaining a reform in Pariia- 
** ment/* Still obferving the fame fort of conduft; don't put to w 
any fuch aukward queftions, as whether we mean to be content 
with the Duke of Richmond'-s plan only, or whether it Is our 
private defign to rip up monarchy by the roots, and place demor 
cracy in its ftead — thofe are aukward queftions; we dont like to 
write anfsvers to fuch queftions, but requeft your queftions may 
relate chiefly to the methods of obtaining a reform in Parliament 
The letter concludes, ^ Like yourfelves we are friends to peace, 
^ not anarchy, and well wifliers to the Rights of Man, yet not & 
^ fanguine in our expeSations, as to imagine thofe rights will be 
*^ reflx>red by the 4>ontaneous confent of thcrfe who have fo long 
•* deprived mankind of them/' 

Gentlemen, you will ofcferve that the letter from the Norwich 
Society, to which this letter is an anfwer, concludes — -^ I fliall 
^ fay no more at prefent, but remain a friend to peace, not to 
*' anarchy, a well wifher to the Rights of Man^ wheo obtained 
*' by confent." The anfwer to it (ays, ^ The London Cor- 
^ refponding Society, are alfo friends to peace, not to anarchy» 
^ and well wiftiers to the Rights of Man, yet not fo fanguine in 
*' their expe<5lations, as to imagine thofe rights will be rcftored by 
>' the fpontaneous confent of thofe who have fo long deprived 
«' mankind of them." Thus they exprefsly dedare that tfeeir views 
are not of the peaceable defcription of thofe of the Norwich 60* 
ciety ; that they look to a degree, at leaft, of force; to taking Ac 
Gbvernment of the Country, from thofe to whom it has been ii»- 
trufted,^-agamft Aeir confent; and to taking it by fiich means'^ 
they themfelves fliall provide for the purpofe* -.* - - * - 
4 Cendcmeni 
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Gentlemen, this, and numberlefs other letters of the fame 
defcription, -which I might obferve upon, clearly, and diftinftly, 
as itfeems tq me, fhew the principles, the views, and the inten-p 
tions of the perfons who are engaged in this tranfaftion; and the 
means by which they meant finally to accomplifh thofe inten- 
tions — ^I think that wc may feirly judge of the views and inten- 
tions, and even of the principles of a man, not only by what he 
himfelf declares, but by the principles of the company he keeps j 
by the principles of thofe whofe charafter, and whofe afts he ap- 
proves — by the principles of his publications,— fif I amtdd I am 
not to judge of men by their opinions, but by their aftions, I 
anfwer, I muft frecjuently judge of the objeft of their anions by 
their opinions. 

Suppofb the Roman Catholics, in the rci^n of^ King William, 
had ietabout.a reform of religion, and for that purpofe had at- 
tempted to affemble a Convention, to aft as a Convention of the 
people, for the reform of religion. Could you have had a doubt 
what fort of a reform they meant to efFedl ? Could you have had 
a doubt that diey meant to eftablifh popery? Would a doubt of it 
have exifbed in the mind of any man ? And one ^reat reafon why 
you could not have had a doubt of it, would be, the intolerant 
principles of popery — though perhaps not of the Roman Catholic 
Religion, for I know they make a great diftin£tion, and a dif- 

• tin£Hon in fome degree well founded, between Papifts and Ro- 
man Catholics; but the great majority of Roman Catholics in 
England, ^t leaft in former times, were Papifts, if they are not fo 
now- 

Gentlemen, when we advert to the papers which have been laid 
before you, we muft obferve the fame fpirit of intolerance inthcfc 
■ focieties. The French at this moment, are as intolerant in their 
political principles as the Papifts ever were in their religious 
principles. They will not endure any other fort of Govern- 
ment to exift in the world, but their own form of Government, 

• becaufe they fay that the Government which the light of reafon 
difcovers to man, ought to prevail all over the world, and there- 
fore they are in confcience bound to promote it. Thus they hold 
the &me obligation upon coofcience in nruiucn of politics, as the 
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papifts deemed binding upon confcience in matters of religkn^ 
and wtich men hold to be binding in matters of religion, becau^ 
tbey think they ought to endeavour to prevail upon other men to 
take dxofe means for their final happinefs, which they themielvei 
think the right means. This is a natural impreffion upon the mind 
of man; but applying that . principle to Government isperfefily 
new, and dangerous to the higheft degree; as it tends tp the ua* 
fettling of every State whatever, becaufe no two perfons wiD 
agree upon the queftion, which is the moft proper forms of Go- 
vernment ? No two perfons perhaps ever perfe£Hy agreed upoa 
thefubjeft — And if perfons lay down certain principles^ and aft 
upon the perfuaiion, that thofe principles are fo clearly the refiik 
of the light of reafon,that they ought to be eftabliihed diroug)uNit 
the world, and that it is highly meritorious to eftabliih them 
throughout the world, they a^ upon a principle of intoleraiice^ 
which is juft as great, and juft as dangerous as that of the 
Papifts. 

If therefore men, who in the years I793> and 1794, profefled 
to confider no Goverxunent as lawful, but that which is eftabliihed 
on what they call the indefeafible Rights of Man, as taught by 
the French, by Paine, and by Barlow; and who profefled toad- 
mire every thing done in France — ^the extermination of trea- 
cherous royalty, and all hereditary diftin£lion, and the confifa- 
tion of property ; if fuch men ihew a defire to fraternize with per- 
fons of thefamedifpofition; if fuch men proceed to declare their 
intention to reform the Government of Great Britain, and take 
fteps for that purpofe; and efpecially if the fteps they take^ are 
endeavouring to affemble a Convention, which ihould ad: in the 
clmraSer of a Convention of the people, can any thing but die 
deftrufiion of the Britifh Government be their eiid? Is it poffib]e 
to imagine, that they had any other objefl? For if they Ihould 
once have it in their power to effeil any reform, can they, upon 
their own principles, flop fliort of that reform, vrfiich thejj dc^ 
dare can alone conftitute a lawful Goveriunent ? Itis notin tibensr 
ture of things, Gentlemen. If men once get the power to make a 
;xefonD, and lay it down as a principle, that the only juft rule in 
farming a Government, is eftabliihing the indefeafible and 
.^ 1 impre- 
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liriprefcriptible Rights of Man, with all their confequences, 
the ncceffary refult is, that, the moment they have the power 
In their hands, they will do the whole. It is impoffible to doubt 
it. 

But it is not fimply opinions, which the prifoner, and thofe 
who were combined with him have declared. They are not 
fimply opinions; diey are refolutions— 'refolutions to aft upon 
opinions. The Societies by their Addreffes to the French Con- 
vention, have declared, not only their opinion that the Govern- 
ment of diis Country ought to be republican — ^not only dieir wifi 
to make the Government of this Country republican — ^but a re^ 
folution to take meafures to effed it. They refohe to make the 
Governmentof this Country republican — and having fo done, 
Acy in efled declare, that they have entered into a complete con- 
Qriracy againft Ae Government of the Country. For when men 
entertain opinions ; when thefe opinions are followed by a wifh to 
carry them into efFeft, and a refolution to attempt to accomplifli 
that wifh, they form a confpiracy to do what they fo wifh to be 
done. I do not know what is a confpiracy, if that is not one« 
And thefe men have declared, not only that fuch are their opi- 
iifons, that fuch is their wifh, that fuch is their refolution, but 
Aey have declared how they mean to accomplifh that refolution ; 
namely, by means of a Convention of the people; and to eftablilh 
within this Country, that fort of Government which would 
enable the French National Convention to addrefs a Nationalf 
Convention in England, not as a Conftituent Afiembiy, iimply^ 
but as the governing power of the Country. 

Oendemen, this has been the conftruftion which has been put 
upon a£b combined with opinions in other cafes. What was the 
cafe of Crohagan, which was mentioned by <Hie of my learned 
friends? A man delared his opinion iliat the King ought to be 
killed; he declared his wifh to efFe£t it; he delared his refohitioti 
to cffcSt it, if he could come at the King. This he declared in 
Spain; and having done fo, he came to England. What was the 
interpretation which a Jury put upon all this? That he came t6 
England for the purpofe of efFefting that refolution which he 
had prcviottfly made; namely, a reflation to kill &e King if 

he 
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he could come at him ; and I never heard the propriety of dut 
decifion of the Jury, in any degree reprobated; on the contrary, 
it is alvyays dated as an illuflration of a principle^ But if he had 
declared, not only, that he had formed the refolution to kill tte 
King, but that he intended to do it by a particular inftrumoit^ 
and if he afterwards had provided that very inftrument, how 
ftrongly would the providing that inftrument have declared his 
purpofe, and cfpecially if the inftrument was of a particular con- 
ftru£iion, and fuch as is not ordinarily ufcd ? You would fay, 
immediately, there could not be a pojflibility of doubt of his purpofe. 

Now let us fee how this Correfponding Society, and diofc who 
leagued with them — I mean always the leading members*-- pro- 
ceeded to carry into execution, that purpofe which it feems to me 
they had clearly and exprefsly demonftrated in thefe addrcfies to 
the National Convention of France, and in the addreiTcs of the 
London Correfponding Society, to the people of England, wfaidi 
I fhall prefently mention, and in the letters which I have ob« 
ferved upon. 

Gentlemen, this is ncceflarily a deduftion of fome lengdi-^ 
but why is it fo ? becaufe in the nature of the thing, a refolutioa 
of this kmd could not be carried into effefl: in a moment. The 
only means by which it could be efFedted was, by railing up a 
ftrong party in this Country, to aflift the confpirators in operat- 
ing the completion of their intent. The Revolution mdiich has 
taken place in France, proceeded from very fmall beginnings, 
to the height at whicli it has arrived. If we trace it from its 
fource, we fhall find fo much limilarity between what has hap« 
pened there, and the nature of the attempt made in this Coun« 
try, fo far as they have gone, that I think we fhall perceive 
that the difference in the events has arifen from diflferencc 
in circumftances. The ancient Government of Franco 
had become fo odious to all ranks of the people, that the 
opinion of the people, by which alone a Government can be fup- 
ported, failing all at once, the whole fabrick fell together, almoft 
without a ftruggle; audit was obvious to everyone, diat the 
meeting of the States General, in the year 1789, muft produce a 
total change in the Government of die Country for this plain 

reafon, 
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reafi9n>that the opmions of a vaft majority of the people were 
changed, with refpeft to the propriety of their exifting Govern- 
ment ; and whenever that fliall be the cafe in any Country, the 
Government of that Country cannot ftand. The Government 
of Great Britain, on the contrary, has long been the obje<Sl of 
aflfedlion. We are in the habit of confidering,. that it has pro- 
duced, during a long courfe of years, great public good. We 
view it with all its faults^ with all its imperfedions > but in the 
refiilty wifliing> as all of us may honeftly and probably do wifh^ 
to give it as much of perfeftion as we can ;. and though we are 
forry to fee many of the abufes which prevail in it, yet we view 
it with a great degree of attachment, and of reverence. 

We may be told, perhaps. Gentlemen, and fo we have beea 
told by writers upon this fubje6l, that all this is prejudice — ► 
prejudice I Gentlemen ! What are the opinions that we form 
upon the g;-eateft number of fubjefts, but fuch as may be deemed 
prejudices? Is the mind of any man capable of reflecting, in aQ 
its extent) upon every thing which comes before its view. Wc 
• are "obliged, neceflarily, to take a great deal from the inftrucSliori 
of others ; and that alone makes the important difference between 
men of education,, and men of no education. For education is, 
in a great degree, the inftilling what, in this point of view, may 
be confidered as prejudices into the minds of men. It is giving 
them the benefit of the opinions of others ; teaching them, in early 
life^to reft fatisfied with the deduftions which have brought die 
minds of other men to certain poiJits 5 to take them as data, as 
principles, upon which they will proceed to reafon, and to aft, in 
their future life. Men of great leifure, who have the opportunity 
of contemplating fubjefts with more minutenefs, who are not 
engaged in bufinefs which any way diftradls their attention, may 
{peculate upon various fubjefts, which the generality of men, in 
the bufy world, camiot polTibly find leifure to contemplate^ what- 
ever their fituation in life may be. And a great majority of the 
people in every Country, let the nature of its Government be 
what it may, muft neceflarily be fo much employed in obtaining 
the ordinary comforts of life, that it is impofTible for them tp 
employ their njinds upon many fubje£ls, with any very good 
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eSe6t. This fort of prejudice it is diat inilaences the tDioikd 
Ac generality of die people, with refpe£l to the Governineiit of 
ftis Country. — ^It poffeffes their good opinion. — ^Why ? Becmfe 
diey have been taught to think it ought to poflefi tfieir good 
opinion ; becaufe it has been handed down to them by their fixe* 
fufaers ; that it has, for a great courfe of years, produced a greater 
portion of happinefs to the people of die Country, than has been 
generally enjoyed under the Government of odier Countrieiw-* 
Why it has done fo, very few men have the leifure^ very few 
men have the ability, to enquire. Perhaps no man is capabk of 
viewing it, in all its extent, and all its confequences $ feeing aB 
die minute parts of it ; how they depend one upon die odier, tnd 
bow the moving or altering of any particular part may afiefiiia 
its confequences, the whole. But we know diat the refult of ih 
wfa<de, combined, in principle and pra£Uce, is, to a certain cxXak 
good, and therefore we are attached to it. This, Gentlemeii) is 
luiqueftionably a degree of prejudice; but it is that fort of pre* 
judice by which every Government is fupported, and by which 
alone a Government can be fupported-^the prejudice of puUk. 
opinion — ^and the firft attempt to deftroy a Government muft 
necefiarily be, to deftroy that prejudice of public opinion in iti 
&vour, which is its fupport The firft operation of diole lAo ' 
confpired the deftruftion of the ancient Government of Fraooe^ 
was unqueftionably to deftroy it in the public opinion; and daft. 
was completely effected before the meeting of the States Geiieni» 
in 1789* Having done this^ they had removed every thing vAadk 
fupported the Government, and it neceflarily fell. 

Gentlemen, thofe who have imitated die proceedings rfdic 
French, in this Country ;— «and imitators, I call diem, not becitife 
Aey make ufe of fuch a word as Convention ;— -imitators, I ca& 
them, not becaufe they talk of organizing, and appoint Com- 
mittees, for various purpofes, fuch as are made ufe of in the 
French Aflembly, but becaufe they have proceeded directly upon 
Ae plan which has fucceeded in France, in overturning die 
cftabliihed Government; they have proceeded upon the plaiH 
Which not only deftroyed the Government which exifted previous 
to die year 1789, but which has alfo deftroyed that Conftitution 

eftabliihed 
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in its form, that ever was eftablifhec) In any Country, with a King . 
•at tbe head, and indeed more popular than any Conftitution that 
ever was eftabliflied in any Country whatever* For the King of 
die French, as he was called, under that Conftitution, had, in 
cfi^ctj very litde authority, except that moft extravagant revenues 
unqueftionably were affigned him, and fome particular preroga- 
tives were given him, which probably were intended, by thofe 
wbo framed the Conftitution, to enable him to aiTume, again, a 
certain degree of power, which they might conceive to be necef- 
fiuy for keeping the whole together, and preventing the mafs 
6om tumbling to pieces. 

. Gentlemen, Mn Paine was ftilly awar6 of the effect of all 
lUs. He tells you, in his great affection for this country, that, 
daring the American war, he had it in contemplation^ having 
tnuiBferred all his love for his native Country to America, and 
declared himfelf a Citizen of the world ; — an expreffion which 
fends todeftroy all thofe attachments which unite uis togediers— 
ftcnaa who becomes what he calls a Citizen of the world, becomes, 
m a certain degree^ an enemy to his own Country, acting contrary 
to all diofe natural attachments which unite us to the fociety 
ia which we have been educated, and which have hitherto been 
conceived as the beft affections of man, and which the principles; 
af thefe men lead direcd-y to deftrc^k — Mn Paine fays, he had 
ceoeeived the idea of coming into diis Country^ during the 
Amorican war, keq)ing quiet till he could publifli a book, which 
he thought would have had the effect of overturning the Go- 
vernment of this Country, This he mentions in a note^ which 
&ews what vras, in his mind, the confequence of attacking the 
public opinion Upon die Government of a Country* He opens 
the introduction to the fecond part of the Right? of Man, with 
Obferving, that, what Archimedes faid of the mechanical powers, 
inay be applied to Reafon and Liberty: « Had we a place to 
« ftand upon, we might raife the world/* He conceived, that 
the propagation of his principles was that ftanding place, by 
means of whidi he hoped to raife the world. 

Vol. IV. R Gendeoieti^ 



Gendemert^ 3foti will obfcnre, that an impreflion was made ocf 
rlhe mmds of all thefe men, that what had paflfed in France, in ihr 
[cour(b of the years 1789, ^79*^* ^jid 1791, was a prelude onlf 
[to that which afterwards would follow^ Long bdbre the lotbokf 
Auguft, 1791 1 aiid that the toth of Auguftj 1794^ was ibc 
glorious V I £tor y wh i ch com pkted the i r tri um ph • They conridercd 
I the world as in a courfe of RevoliMions % and, in the phnk of 
I Mr* Paine, that Revolutions were the order of the day, Tlilf 
I impreflion upon the minds of thefe men, that the world was ift ft 
courfe of Revolutions, and that Revolutions were the order of tije 
day> appears throughout almoft all their papers. You will fitidt 
[ upon examination, that they confidered a Revolution as inevitaUe^ 
as that to which the Nation muft finally come. They have been 
likewifc taught, that the danger to which alone this fort of refo- 
lutionary principle was ItaWe (for fo Paine teaches them) WiS| 
the Revolution being attempted, before the pri net pies upon whitb 
Revolutions ought to proceed, and the advantages to refult from 
them, were fufficiently feen and underftood. Therefore^ Ai 
object of the works of Mr. Paine^ Mr. Barlow, and other publi- 
cations of that dcfcription, was to (hew to the people of diii 
Countryi the principles upon which Revolutions ought to prooed!| 
and the advantages to refult from them, in order that thefc bcii^ 
I Efficiently feen and underftood, the reft might follow* 

Gentlemen, for this purpofe a variety of pamphlets have b«n 

publifliedj which have been obferved upon to you* Thefe 

[ pamphlets have clearly and unqueftionably for their objeAi 19 

! deftroy the opinion which the pec^le generally have of the d^ 

tcllence of the Brltifli Conftitution, in all its parts, but moft 

[ cfpecially in thofe two parts which the Counfel fcr the prifofic* 

have faid, it was the objeft of the prifoner to retain. For ifcefc 

books confider a Houfe of Commons as a thing tolerable only ta 

comparifon with a Houfe of Lords j and a Monarchy they confHfer 

as utterly dcftruftive of all principle. That diere is fomcthiig 

like principle iJi a Houfc of Commons, but nothing like it lEtlir 

Other rwo. 

Gentlemenj if the perfons who were engaged in thif did ndt 
ineaa to deftroy this Government, why fliould they endeavouij 
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i^tefyibt public opinion Ivkh reTpedl to it? If^ they meant t6 
Mbhti it, t^hy (kbUld they declare that no Conftitution exifted i 
lldw ebuld tiicy reform that which did hdi exift ? The very de- 
flttilic^ that Atrt was no lawful CoiiftitUtion exifting in th6 
Gttttntty^ iH^ a declaration, that, whatever they might like in th^ 
tiMeot Conftitution^ diey nieant to adopt as part of a neW 

XftsUifiiiiieht^ ahd not as pnitof the old Eftablifliment '-^ 

Ofiitiefaito, Vhk eafe with which men are induced to imagine that 
liliAgt are wrong in the State, has often been obferved upon; 
IM it has been find by an ancient and venerable writer of out 
MvB amntry, that « He that goetii about to perfuade a multitude 
•^ Aey arc hot fo well governed as they ought to be, Ihiall never 
•■^fcuit attentive and fevoUrable hearers; for they know the 
f^fMhifeld defeS^S to which evdry kind of regimch is fubjeft ; but 
•*ttik fecret lets ahd difficulties, which, in all public proceedings, 
• ff« ihnumferable and inevitable, they Rave not ordinarily the 
i^ judgment to con{ider."i — In this view, all thefe pamphlets were 
Wfllieii'; holding out, in the moft glaring coloiirs, every thing 
flJMt was an abufe ; never ohce telling the people that they ought 
to teifider what were the fecret lets and diffitulties, which, in 
41f ablic proceedings, are Innumerable and inevitable, and which^ 
flmtfere, ought to make all perfons extremely cautious with 
hfycSt even to the abufes of Government, becaufe, without very 
Mhtttdy attending to it, they may not be aware of thofe fecret 
Hbi- and difficulties which occaiioned thofe very abufes, and 
Miidi, perhaps, are abfolutely inevitable, from the nature of 
Aings ; from the conftitutions of men ; their habits, prejudices, 
^lAons, and a variety of other circiimftances ; all of which muft 
leeonfidered, when people confider, not oriy the Conftitution of 
itt Government, but the Adminiftratioh of that Government. 
^ tlvt, for the purpofe of a fyftematic attack upon the Govem- 
dMnt oi the Country, it Was neceflary that there fhould be fome 
leader} fome head, to direft the whole.-— Gentlemen, what has 
tdcm the wonderful effect of the Societies which have been 
itftaUiflied in France ; I mean the Jacobin Club, with its forty- 
iblir tKouiand affiliated popular Societies, which, for a great 
iMgtb of time^ really governed France, and kept it in continual 
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agitation ?-^The perfons who were employed in dids Gouotrjb 
feem to me to have conceived the idea of proceeding €xpn§^ 
upon the fame principle.— You will recdlect a letter, wfaiicb.i 
cannot immediately refer to, which fays that the feveral Sodetiei 
Ought to unite together^ that they might act in unifon ^ obienopg 
that it was by this means, that in France diey finally ob* 
obtained their end. — You will recollect the letter to whidl I 
refer.— In the mod exprcfs terms, it declares, that thefe Qubi 
were formed upon the very principle of the Jacobin Club, a^i 
ail tilde affiliated Societies, and with the fame view and iiiteQ^ 
to make the whole mafs co-operate as one entire body, in ocdcr 
finally to accomplifh the object of their wifhes. 

One Society, principally made ufe of for thefe purpoles,,7ai 
the Society for Conftitutional Information, with respect tixiiAid^ 
this obfervation may be made: — It was a Society originally cod* 
fifting of Gentlemen, of refpectable characters, and independent 
principles. — Some of them, perhaps, were ibured by difcontenti 
and might carry dieir diicontent to great lengths ;. but they weic 
men who were not likely to anfwer the purpofes of the perioQi 
who are the objects of the charge now before you. There wcff 
likewife perfons who got into this Club, from time to time, aol 
began to ufe fuch language, and to conduct themfelves in fudi a 
manner, that, you will find, ahnoft all the original membm 
of the Club deferted it ', and at laft, as you will recollect fioB 
the Proceedings of the Society which were read to you, about 
fixteen or feventeen perfons, appear to have been the wholQ 
of the members who regularly attended j frequently only five, fix 
or feven were prefent ; and the bufinefs was often tranlacted wiA 
a great degree of inattention. There were feldom more tbaa 
fixteen or feventeen prefent ; and if we advert to the perfons pie- 
fent upon the important traniactions,we (hall find that a very few 
indeed, guided and directed that Club.— One conftant mttfindant 
was Mr.HorneTooke, 

You will eafily perceive that fuch a Society as lliis, was. not 
ibat fort of Society which could be made to operate as a Jacobui 
Club i becaufe a Society of this dcfcription was not an opev 
Spciety, it could not, from the nature of its conftitution^be nqjta 

jj apopobl 



i popular Society] But people looked to the character which die 
Society for Conftitutional Information had long had in the Country; 
fcr the world in general did not know that their old refpectable 
Members had declined attending the Society, — Mr. Sheridan faid, 
I think, that he had not atttended at the Society for eight or ten 
"i^cars.— As that, however, was a thing not generally known to the 
^World, the proceedings of the Coftitutional Society, figned by the 
Secretary, had with the world the refpectability of the names of 
ttl tiiofe perfons who had been Members of the Society. — It was 
tieceflary to keep up the character and reputation of this Society, 
but at the (ame time to form another Society, which fhould act 
in conformity to the plan which had been laid; and widi this 
'¥icnr, it appears that the London Correfponding Society was 
«(bbli(hed by the prifoner, in. conjunction with fome other 
perfons, he taking upon himfelf the character of Secretary. 

The confequence of this has been, that the prifoner at the bar 
lias ftood as the clear leader in all thefe tranfactions. By leader, 
t mean the perfon whofe name appears completely forward in all 
9ie tranfactions, and he is involved therefore in all* He became 
afterward, by aflbciation, a Member of the Society for Con* 
ftitutional Information* 

Gentlemen, the plan and conftitutlon of this London Cor- 
re^nding Society was admirably calculated for the effect which 
lit' W?fS intended to have. Its name imports that the object of 
Srifras to correfpond with all other Societies of the like deforip« 
fion ; and an important object of this Society was, to unite, by 
|beins of that correfpondence^ all the Country Societies with this 
Society in Londpn, and with the Society for Conftitutional In- 
ijonnation ; fo that diey might move in one bond of unioii;^ in 
fte manner recommended by Azt letter which I h^ve mentioned 

tx>yo^. 

This Society was extremely popular in its conftitutlon. Any 
Vody might be admitted a membei; of it, of any defcription. The 
films collected from the members were verv finalU They werq 
formed into Divifions ; and when the members amounted to a 
tKttaixi number, Acy were to be divided again, for the purpofe of 
4p^fin^ their meetings more generally over ^ ^9U ^wn--n 
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•jThey were to have from each Divifion a Delegate.; die Ddeg^ 
formed a Committee of Delegates ; and that CcMnmittee of I}e« 
legates was to be guided by the Committee of Correfpondence } 
for, as their bufinefs was principally correfpondence, the Com* 
mittee of Cprrefpondence neceiTarily had the management pf 
almoft every thing ; and th^t Committee of Correfpondeno^ 
finally became the Committee of Secrecy, which I before obi 
ferved upon. 

This iSociety have, in three publications which they have gim 
to the world, and which the Gentlemen op the other fide have 
not in any degree obferved upon, declared their principles an^ 
objects, fo far as they thought it proper and (afe to declare them* 
You will recollect the manner in which they exprefled themfdvc^ 
in the anfwer to the Norwich letter ; and I muft beg you wXi^ 
alvyrays have in' view the anfwer to that Norwich letter. It is 
4 key to all their language. It directs the Norwich Societies t9 
leave monarchy and democracy, and all difjmtes. upon that fubjcd^ 
^one ; but to look forward to one diftinct object-r-thc Qbtainipg 
9 full and equal reprefentation of the people in Parliament, leaviii| 
to a Parliament fo chofen, to carry into execution the reft of tfadr 
views, if they fhould not be able immediately to carry then) 
into executioiv Their intention, therefore, was to keep as midi. 
s^ poffible out of their publications^ any thing about monardi); 
or democracy; but, at the &me time, to exprefe themiielves ia 
fuch a manner as fhould convey, completely, to thoie who chofe 
to underfland themj all that they meant. 

The firfl Addrefs of the London Correfponding Society waii 
dated the 2d of April, 1792, but which the evidence h^ ckadj; 
{hewn you, was concerted between &e prifoner and ficvne other 
perfons, at ^ much earlier period. It begins thus^~** AfTure^ 
** that man, individual man, may juftly claim liberty as his biift-, 
<^ right, we naturally conclude, that, as a MeQ]tber of Society, it 
^ becomes his indifpenfible duty to preferve inviobtc that iihatji 
'^ for die benefit of his fellow Citizens, an4 of his and thdr 
^ poflerity. — For, as in aflbciating he g9.ve i\p certain of U^ 
<.< rights in order to, fecure the pofleffion of ihp remainder^ aiM\ 
^ v^tu^ar^^ yielded ufj, oidy ^ niud^^ 91$ was ^fgx^j?^ ^.^ 



^ genend good, fo he may not barter away the liberties of his 
f^ pofterity, nor defert the comauin caufe, by tamely and fupindy 
^ fufiering to be purloined from the people, of whom he makes 
^ a part, ibiir natural and uualiinabli rights of rejijiana tB 
^ ^PP^^JJ^^'i flndof Jbaring in the Government rf their Country'p 
^ without the full and uninterrupted exercife of which rights, n9 
^ man can, wid^ truth, caU himfelf or his Country free.'' 

You will recolle(3, that, throughout every one of their papers, 
0iey have uniformly declared, that they confidered the exifting 
Qovemment of this Country as an ufurpation, and as an op<- 
p(effion.-«-When, therefore, jthey declare dieir right of refiftance 
10 oppreffion, they declare their right of refiftance to the exifting 
Ccvernment, which they have declared to be an oppreffion ; and 
§U their pi:oeeedings are in direSt conformity to that declaration. 
fixr the proceedings of Ac Scotch Conyeittion, and the Refolu* 
tions of the twentieth of January, Y794, at the Globe Tavern, go 
upon thi9 principle — the natural and luvdienab^e right of re- 
fiftance to oppreffion<-^So that they have only to call any ad on 
iJie part of Qoyernment oppreffion, and then, declaring their 
mtural and unalienable right of refiftance to oppreffion, they de* 
(ll^re dieir unalienable right to refift that particular ad.-^They 
pUb declare their unalienable right of fharing in the Government 
of their Country-^-making ufe of the word Government^ as wiU 
be fouijiyd in all their publications, inftead of die eicpreffion in the 
Puke of Ri^:hniond'8 letter — ^^ Iharing in the choice of thofe 
^ perfons who are to make the laws by which they are to be 
^ governed^"— *-The change is e^tronely reiwrkable, and is, in 
fy£t^ a key to the whole^ 

Then they refdve exprefejy, * That every individual has 4 
V right to fhare in the Government of that Society of which he 
■^ is a Member^"— And their fourth refolution is,<^ That the people 
^ of Great Britain are not effi^ually reprefented in Parliament," 
PPlt confining their refoliition to the Houfe of Commons ; and 
^ugh certainly ^t is capable of that conftru^iou, yet that is not 
|lie natural conftruAion of the words,*— -I'heir feventh refp- 
Hudoa is — ^^ That a £ur, equal and inapartial Reprefentation can 
jf' jQieyer take jda^ tiU all partial privilp|;^ are aboUihed :''-^ 

JI4 whicb 



^e recollects that in one of the letters which was r6a4 frqm igQif 
5ociety in the Country, and which wa$ afterwards publifhed» Ac 
word Kittgdom was altered for Countr^y in two different place!. . 
Gentlemen, it is alfo clear, from that report of the Committv 
iof Conftitution, to which I have juft referred, that the perfons idif 
compofed this fociety, were fully aware, that the opinions of i 
great majority of the people of the Gentry, were not with thenv 
For one of their refolutions is, *' That no majority, howeftr 
" great, can juftly deprive the minority of any part of their dnl 
^ rights. Whenever it is attempted, the fockl bond i« htokfio^ 
H and the minority have a right to reiift"»--and this, in cafe they 
^e derived of any part of their civil rights. Then GfQt)eaiie% 
what are thefe civil rights ? Why the fourth itefolutioa is A\%y 
^ The civil rights (^ eyery individual, are equaUty of voice in^Urn 
f^ majcing of ^ws, and in the choice rf.th$ ferfons by wham th^ 
^ laws are to be adtnini^ere^-'* There they have expreMy toU 
jou what they me^ by the right of every individual to a Jhari ii 
$he Governmewi of that fociety of which he is a member. It il 
not fimply an equality of voice in making laws, but likeiirife in 
the choice ofperfons by whom thofe laws are ta be adtfunifiereif^ 
Doe3 the fpirit ef the British Conftitution, in any degree, permit 
t^e choice by the people of the peribns by whom the }aws are lo 
be adminiftered. Can a more clear and explicit declaration of «| 
intention to form a. rep^blic be made than this^ ^thfit thf 
^ civil rights of every individual, are equality of voice ii» ^ 
^ quaking of laws,, and die chjoiqe of perfons by "vjrhcHi^ thefe hw> 
^ are to. be adottniftered; that every perfon has a right to Ot 
^ erclie thefe rights, that no majority, however great, oui juftlf 
^ deprive the minority of any part of thefe rights, and ^ 
f^ wherever it is attempted, the fo^ial b<^ i^ broken, and 4f 
^ minority have a right torefift/* 

, I don't wonder that my learned frietids did not make anyob- 
fervation upon this paper^r-It is impQi&ble tQ n^ke any efiedua| 
jpbfervatloo upon it, for the benefit of the prifoner, becaufe die 
^neaning is clear and plain, beyond the poffibility of doubV Here 
^e perfonsdeclaring a principle fo wild, that if it were ^ preysil, 
4t would be impoffible hi any Govecnment to €»iiC^^|; bus g$i«- 
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Miich was to have for its ohjcSt the fair tlircuflion of tha 
^rincijdes of Government, feems the moft extraordinary thing 
imaginable.— r-Men are to enter into a Society in which they are 
to declare what are their principles upon Government, and yet 
the Society pretends to be formed for the purpofe of difcuifing 
tbofe principles. 

- The queftions to be put to the Members before their ad- 
)3uffion, and to which they are to anfwer in the aiErmative, ar^ 
^ Firft,*-- Are you convinced that the Parliamentary Reprefenta- 
^ tion of this Coidntry is at prefent inadequate and imperfed ?^' 
. ^ Secondly, are you thoroughly perfuaded that the welfare 
^ of dicfe Kingdoms requires that every perfon of adult years, 
f* in pofleffion of his reafon, and not incapacitated by crimes, 
P' fliould have a vote for a Member of Parliament ?" 

** Thirdly, will you endeavour, by all jujiifiabk means, to 
•* promote fuch Reformation in Parliament." 

Here, Gentlemen, they bind, at once, all their Members to one 
certain obje£t, and to uiing all juJIifiabU means \—juflifiahle^ as 
you will obferve. Gentlemen, is a very large word—" AXjufti^ 
^ ftable means to promote fuch a Reformation in Parliament/* — 
Is itj then, to be conceived, that the perfons who became Mem- 
bers of this Society — ^I mean thofe who were the leading and 
dire£lii% Members of it — ^meant that there (hould be, in any 
Convention which they might aflfemble of the people, a full and 
hjx difcuf&on of the fubje£t — that the prefent exifling Con- 
iUtution of the Country, in all, or any of its parts, fhould be 

tried in a fair deliberation that the will and wifhes of the 

people ihould be taken upon the fubjed : — They could not 
poffibly mean any fuch thing — they meant to eflablifh a tyranny 
of- their own Clubs — they meant to eilablifh thefe as aiTumed 
and pofitive principles, not to be difputed — and which alone were 
to govern all the deliberations of that Convention of the people 
iS they call it, which they propofed to afTemble. 

The report of their Committee of Conflitution flates exa<aiy 
die feme refolution, with this variation only, that the words, *' the 
? -welfare of thefe Kingdoms^'* are omitted : — ^Why thefe words 
«yrer^ omitted, I think it is not very difficult to diicover, when 

one 



ine ofthofe civil rights, the right of equality of voice m ^niak* 
tng of laws, and in the choice of perfons by wbom diofe laws ait 
fa>be adminiftered. 

Is not this a declaration, clear and plain, that diey concehre 
ftey have an unqueftionable right to refift any Government 
ynihrch is not a Republican Government^ founded upon tiieir prin- 
ciples of univerfal reprefentation; and that any other Govcrn- 
ment is lb unlawful, that they are not only not bound to give it 
fepport, but that they have a right to refift it to the utmoft of dieir 
power^ and in any manner in which they think fit to refift it: diis 
fa a principle which teaches rebellion againft every Government 
not founded upon then- plan, and yet I am told that men who hold 
liich principles, who come to fdemn refolutions upon them^ are 
men who have a perfect reverence for the monarchy of Ais Coun- 
try, for the hereditary peerage, for every part of the Government 
tf the Country, ejcccpt the corrupt reprefentation in die Houfe of 
Commons. 

Gendemen, the addrefs of this Society of the 6th of AugulF, 
^792, proceeds exaftly upon the fame principles; and when yotf 
confider diefe addrefles and refolutions in the report of dw 
Committee of Conftitution, I think you cannot have a doubt 
in your own minds that every thing which tends the other way 
in any part of their publications, is what the Attorney Genera! 
reprefcnted it to be, a mere veil to cover dieir defigns} fautfo 
thin, (b dircad bare, and fo tattered, that the naked limb Is 
ftarting oiit every moment. This addrefs of the 6th of Auguft, 
1792, begins with thofe lines from Thomfon which my learned 
friend read fo wdh Who will difpute any one principle wfaidi 
it contains ? and yet, if pa(6ges are to be taken from books, 
and applied to fuch purpofes, the beft books may be perverted 
to the worft of purpofes. No book has been more perverted to 
bad purpofes than the Bible. * 

This addrefs of the Correfponding Society to the inhabitants 
rf Great-Britain, on the fubjeft of a Parliamentary Reform, 
begins thus — ^ Uninfluenced by party pique, or felfifh^odves, 
^ no ways affrighted at the frowns of power— -w^^ in ih leajt 
•* mjued by tht evidently hoftile preparations of a much alarmi 

^ Ariflu 
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^ jfrjficcraty.** Here conveying, for the firft time, that ideil 
Sirbich you afterwards fee developed with fo much fuccefe, and wbidt 
was to end in arming their own party— you vriill obferve Ae idea i^ 
bere comfJetely developed--^ not in the Uaft aw^dby the hoftiU 
•* preparaiigns $fa much alarmed arifturacy-^ve^^ the London 
** Correiponding Society, united with a view of obtaining » 
^ diorough Parliamentary Reform, anxioufly demand your fen- 
^ ousand moft colleded attention, to the prefent vitiated ftateof 
^ Ae Britiih Government. We entreat you to examine cooHy, 
^ and impartially, the numerous abufes that prevail therein, their 
^ <kftru£tive confequences on the poor, and dieir evil tendency 
f^ on alii $is alfothe rapidity with which theie abufes encreafe 
^' both in number iand magnitude*" 

Gentlemen, I dunk you will ob&rve, that in all the addrefle^ 
and in all the papers of thefe focieties, there has been a great at* 
tempt tio excite the poor to be of their fide; to intereft the poor in 
dieir favour, and to reprefent the poor as the great objc£is of their 
auenti(m$ to hold out, that their wifhes were principally for the 
relief of the poor — Mr. Paine's works, have many paflages to this 
fflEe£l; and in various other parts of this caufe. you muft have 
obferved the fuggeftion of the fame ideas. ^In one of the letters 
ivbich I (hall by and by obferve upon (a letter of Mai^roC's) die 
4iftin£Uon is drawn for the very &me purpofe, between the poor 
and the rich*— where he fays << the rich are arming, why ihould 
*? not the poor do the fame ?" 

This addrefs of the Correfpondii^ Society, having urged th^ 
various abufes, prevailing in the Britifh Government, proceeds ; 
^ we next fubmit to your examination, an efFecShial mode of put-> 
^ ipg a ftop to diem^ and of thereby refloring to our no lefs^ 
^ boofled than impaired confliturion, . its prifline vigour andr 
^ and purity; and we thereunto warmly fdicit the junction, ol 
** your efforts with ours. 

•* This great end, however, we believe attainable fokly by the 
« whole Nation, deeply imprdTed with a fenfe. of its wrongs, 
* uniting, and as it were with one voice demanding, of thofe t^^ 
^ whom for a while it has entrt^ed its fovereignty^ a refltoration* 
« of annually ele&ed Parliamwts^ unbiafled, and unboi^t elecv 

tions. 
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« hons; and dn iqual riprefentation $f tht niholehdif hf\hi^ 
» pU:* You will recoUeft that thefe are woirdft frequently itadft 
ufcttf— wortls Which admit Of diffcrfciit iilt&tpretatiolv— J-^-Bitt 
Gi^ntlemen, it ftrikes me^ that thi^ very addrefs ccmtaiiis cOtft* 
pletely that interpretation which the fociety themfelVes ttiduif 
ihould be put upon the wordsi ' 

Having proceeded tx) ftate the iitiiation of the diAerent pi^ffi)^ df 
ihis Country^ and efpecially die poor^ they fii)^) <^ Suchbeihg tiitt fef- 
f^ lorn fttuationof three fourths of the Nation j how are Britdftstd 
^ obtain information and redrefs ? Will the Court — ^will Miniftry 
^ afford either'^will Parliament grant tfaem^— will this Nobies^ ^ 
^ the Clergy, eafe the peoples fufFering ? No— ^xperiente tell^ii^ 
^< and proclamations confirm it, that the intetreft and dttf intemiorf 
^ of power, are combined to keep the Nation in torpid igncMrancfe." 

Oendemen, you will obferve \w^ this is echoed back in dl dll 
letters from Ae Country Societies, For toen, who ufe fiich dt^* 
preffions, to fbte, that diey are men who have it in their view t^ 
obtain, yr^m tbi exijiing Legiflat&n kfthi GrtiM^ry, thstt alterstieii 
in the Conilitution which they propofe, feems to fne to be per<» 
fedly abfurd; I would obferve too^ hete^ upon one part ol^l 
addrefs, where it ngtices proclamations | becaufe it has beeil 
urged^ by the Counfel for the prtfoner, tiiat diofe who havcf becfH 
engaged in thefe tranfa£tions, were never mad« aWafe that Aejf 
Were aSing improperly. Why, Qemkmen, in diat prod^nurtieif 
which is here noticed, and in a variety of other a£b of Goi^efn« 
ment, it was clearly and explicitly declared to them, that Aey 
were taking fleps which might lead \a the moft dangerous eoii^ 
iequences. It was pointed out to them^ that thofe who bad A6 
dire£tion of Government, conceived that the £ifety of dit Stated 
Iwis in danger ) that there was a confjwracy formed to fiAvert A6 
Conftitution of the Country ; that a Reform in the ReprefentetioriT 
of Parliament was a mere pretence; and that the objeft ^t£ 
Confpirators went infinitely beyond that. This they we#e dif- 
tindlly told, over and over again, in a variety of ways. Even th^ 
various afTociations, as they term them, of Ae rich^ ihan^ ifat 
die rich apprehended the fame danger; that they conceiv«4 fliMf 
was an iotentum to make thai fort of alttr^otti ill the Gmftitutiod 
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dF'die Coirefiiment, whidi muft be {uhvttRri bf Its principles; 
and deftniflive to their rights of property. 

Under tfaefe circumftance^ ought a fociefy, who had only JA 
riew a Reform in Parliament^ by clear and fpeciiic regulations 
allying merely to the Houfe of Commons, ought they to haVd 
cxpreflTed themfelves in fuch language ? 

They proceed : — ^' The only refource then, friends and felloi;^ 

* Citizens, vHll be found in diofe focietied^ which, inftituted 

* with a view to tile public good) promote a geAera) inftru&ioit 

* of our rights as men, expofe the abufes of thofe rn power, and 

* point out the only Conftitutional, the only efFedual means of 
« forwarding a public inv^ftigation, and obtaining a complett 

* redrefs for a people, in whofe credulous good nature originated 

* their prcfent difficulties.'* Clearly and direftly pointing ti 
Aat Convention^ \thich has flnce been attempted to be efta- 
Mifhed 

Gentiemen, this addrefs likewifc points out the very fame 
tiling which is noticed in the anfwer to the Norwich letter 
which indeed refers to this addre(s. The -addrefe (ajrs, « Yel^ 

* fellow Citizens ! numerous as are our grievances, and clofe 

* rivetted as weighty, to the fliacklcs on yr Freedoth, refomi 
•* orte alone, and the others will all difappear. If we once re-^ 

* gain dn annually eleffed Parliament^ and that Parliament to 
** be fiurly chofen by all, the people will again Jhare in iht 
•* Government of their Country^ and their then unbought, un* 
•* biafled fuffrages muft undoubtedly fclefl: a majority of honeft 
•* members." 

Gentlemen, the anfwer (you will obferve) to the Norwich 
letter^ (ays, — ^ Leave Monarchy, Democracy, and even ReligioA 
« entirdy afide; never difpute on thefe topics $ let your endea- 

* vours go to encreafe the number of thofe who wifh for a full 
•^ and equal reprefentation of the people, and leave to a Par* 
« liamenty fo chofen^ to form plans for remedying the exifting 
«l abufes.'^ The letter, therefore, to the Norwich fociety, com- 
teenting on diis Addre(jsihews you what they meant* It ftiewS 
you, that Aey meant, in their words^ to leave Monarchy and 
Democracy alpne j but to hold out ihat vrtiich they thought) uiideir 

the 



Ae cover of language, they might fafdy hold out; and^at ^ 
fame time, keeping clearly in view the deftru£lion of Monarchy, 
and the eftablifliment of Democracy, of i^ich you cannot pofflbly' 
have a fhadow of doubt, when you confider fiie tem^ of that 
letter^ the terms of this addrefs, and the particular pafiages 
which I have read from the report of the Committee of Con- 
fiicution. 

Gentlemen^ there are two things contained in diis addrd% 
which ftruck me in a very extraordinary mamier^ — One is^ tht 
defcription of what they conceived fuch a Parliament (an elided 
Parliament) as they defcribe, would do, when aflembled. They 
lay, that fuch a Parliament, ^' Finding that a moft extraordinary 
** wafte of public money had taken place under the different pre- 
^ tences of places, penfions, contra£ls, armaments, fubfidie% 
^ fecret fervice money, &c. our honeft and annual Parliamenl • 
^ would, after narrowly fcrutinizing the fame, retrench every 
" fum needlefsly or wickedly laid out.** You will obferve, that 
this paflage refers to a wafte of public money, which bad taken 
place, and fays, this eleSied Parliament would retrench every fum 
needlefsly or wickedly laid out — not that it would prevent^ in 
future, improper exgences. Gentlemen, I leave to you to makt 
the comment upon that paflage. 

The other paflage which particularly ftruck me, is -alio » 
paflage which fpeaks for itfelf, and which I take to be exadly of 
the fame defcription as that which I laft mentioned. — ^ The 
" people's Parliament finding, that, under various pretences^ 
" grants of commoji land had been obtained by fundry perfons, 
** no ways to the benefit of the community, but very much to 
" the diftrefs of the poor, the fame would be foon rejlored to the 
•* public^ and the robbed peafant again enabled annually to fuppljr 
** his diftreflTed family with an encreafed quantity of bread, out of 
" the profit arifing from the Liberty regained, of grazing a cowj 
** two or three fheep, or a brood of geefe thereon;*' 

What can that poffibly mean, but that all thofe Common% 
which, under the general confent of perfons interefted, under dM 
authority of a£ls of Parliament, or in any other manner, have 
been enclofed, improved, and divided, {hould, under pretence of 
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tfjhrii^ Aft rights of the poor, be taken from the prefcrtt pro- 

fFTietors, find divided amongft thofe poor^ for the purpofe of 

Engaging them in the party. If it be poffiUe to give any other 

tonftru^tion to that paragraph, I wifh you to do it; but my mtn4 

is incapable of giving it any other conftruftion, and I think there 

Cannot be an idea more deftrudtive to private property* For 

under the fame pretence, the whole property in land of every 

perfon in the Country, might be deftroyed. I cannot form a 

-icalculation of the immehfe quantity of land, which^ within even 

the laft twenty years, was common land, and is now become 

Teparate and encldfed, upon the faith of which indofures^ perfons 

4iave laid out large fums of money in improvemt^nts and build-^ 

Jngs ; and, generally fpeaking, thofe who had rights of common, 

4Kui their rights compenfated in fome way or other* Whatever 

4i^uftiGe may have been, in particular inftances^ (fuppofing any 

tfKhjto have been) if om^ an attempt is made to unfettle rights 

fgained in dich a manner, and fo eftablifhed^ all right of property 

is neceflarily in danger* If you once attack the principles on 

^wfaich rights of property have been eftaUifhed, you muft go on 

"till you will deftroy all right of property, and do exaftly what 

lias been done in Frwice. For there, under die pretence of thft 

^ghts of the public, an immenfe quantity of property, which had 

4>een granted, from a raft diftance of time, by the Grown, td 

individuals — as half the eftates in diis Country arej perhaps, held 

«U)der grants from the Grown^ although, perhaps, thofe grants 

^cannot be aftually traced,-^was taken from the poffeflbrs^ and 

erven to the public. The firft French National Affembly, that 

Conftituting Aflcmbly which a6led in many cafes very properly, 

\vas guilty of the grofs injtrflice of taking into the hands of th« 

-^Uic^ large quantities of land, from great numbers of perfons, 

^irhich had been 'purchafed and acquired in various ways, becaufc 

*hey faid, die lands had been originally improperly granted* — . 

teerc the expreffion is, ^ improper grants oflani^^ which may 

^afily be applied to lands formerly granted by die Crovwi, and 

indeed to the tide of every perfon*s eftate. This lure is held 

out^ unqueftionably, for the purpofe of gaining the poorer fort of 

people. 
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Thefe are two ftriking paflages in this addre6.--f-Ohe referriif 
jto a fubje£t, upon which I make no comment, but leave it tojm 
ito make a comment. — Upon the other I have ventured to make 
a comment. — It feems to me, that, by it, the tide to all propcrtf 
is put in hazard, and I will call to your attention a part of fte 
evidence which applies particularly to the fubje£L I allude t» 
that part of Lynam's evidence, with refpeft to the Divifions in 
Spitalfields. I only wiih you to bear that in mind now (I mom 
particularly to notice it hereafter) to bear in mind the relatioi 
which that evidence has to this paflage. You will recoiled, the 
Spitalfields Divifions were confidered as likely to produce as nasj 
members, as all the then exifting members of the fociety, ani 
they were to be fupported by aififtance from the other DivifioMi 
becaufe they were confidered as perfons of that deicriptian H 
whom the fmall fubfcriptions that were to be made, of a penny t 
week, by other members of this fociety, might be inconvenieoti 
and then judge, whether that which I have fuggefted, was not a 
part of the general plan. 

Gentlemen, you will alfo recoIle(3, that^ if what Lynam flatd 
upon that fubjefk is untrue, there could have been no difficuhy 
whatever in contradidting him ; and, therefore, whatever reflect 
tions may be thrown upon him, or upon fpies, or any odxr 
perfons, you muft believe that to be true ; becaufe, when a peribt 
is accufed of having concurred in a tranfa(Stion, by evidence, which 
is capable of being contradicted by a great number of perfinSi 
and not one of them is called to contradid): that evidence, 3ml 
muft give credit necefiarily to the accuiation ; and its not being 
cantradided, when it might be fo eafily contradi&ed^ if faUe^ 
gives it a confirmation beyond all doubt. 

This addrefs ftates, that, *' Numerous other Reforms woaU 
*' undoubtedly take place, even in the firft feffion of a Parliament^ 
** fo eleSied'i dependent only on their eleiiors^ the people^ unttva 
** therefore by fedlion, undivided by party, uncomipted fcf 
** Miniftry, and uninfluenced but by the public good."— A 
paflage which, as I before obferved, is utterly inconfiftent inA 
die exiftence of a Houfe of Peers 5 referring to a Parliament 
which is defcribed as wholly eleded in the manner mentiooed in 
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paper, and as dependant only on their electors, die peopU, 
«ke very ohjeSt of the Houfe of Peers being to have a middljp 
iMdy in the Conftitution of the Government, which fliould not 
be io eleded, but being of a different defcription, fhould form a 
-barrier between each of the two other powers, the King and the 
-Gommons, and keep the balance even between both, as one or 
other may preponderate. 

It is a reiiiarkable thing in the hiftory of the Conftitution of 
idiis Country, that the time when the Liberties of the Country 
i w ei€ moft in danger, from the over-bearing influence of the 
Growni was immediately after the clofe of the civil wars between 
At Houfes of York and Lancafter, when almoil all the great 
Amilies in the Country had been extinguifhed by the accidents 
unending thofe wars; many £dling in die field, and on the 
ftldfold, and many being ruined by confifcadons ; fo that, 
•Doording to my recolledion, when Henry the Seventh afcended 
Ae. Throne, there remained only about thirty Peers in the Par* 
liament And he, wifely, feeing the advantage which this acci- 
dent gave him, fcarcely added at all to the number of Peers, the 
Donfequence of which was, that there was not that middle body to 
Band between the Crown and the people, and all the dangerous 
Bxisrcife of power, every thing which led to that which was 
afterwards done by Charles the Firil, will be found to have origL- 
mted in the Government of Henry the Seventh, and his fon 
Henry the Eighth, whilft the Peerage of the Country vras in that 
ficuadon, that, from the number of the members of which it was 
compofed, they did not form that barrier which it was intended 
they fhould form. 

• Gendemen, I have now, at a length to which I certainly did 
mat intend to go, commented upon the eftablifhment of the 
Ijondon Correfponding Society, upon its AddrelTes, and upon its 
Conftitution; and it feems to me, that this alone would be very 
fiifficient to fhew, that the objeft and the intention; that the 
firmed nfilution (for I think we do it injuftice when we call 
it intention, or opinion, or conception,) that xht formed refolution 
of riide focieties, that is, of the leading members of them, was to 
cftabliib, in this Country, a democratical form of Government ; 
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^ ktm tft'Owtrttmcnt more democnErticd titan Hm. vMA em 
gifted in any oAer Cwmtry— Unleft we tonceiTetiiat kciaib 
now in France— utterfy ihcompatiHe wiA, and tiiereforenMit 
Tarily deftroyiug, the Monarchical partof our'G<nrenwi«li*y lil 
-flierefoic, alfo, a dear demonftration of a coafpiiw^ to dtpofeiie 
King ; and any zAf taken in purfiiance -of tliat coii%iracy^ift m^ 
queftionably an aft of High Treafon. 

Gentlemen, in the cOuHe of fliefe tranfaffions, fhete-wtstxie 
Very artfal procfeeding; which was, 1 1)elieve, (:A>fenr^ ^"pwili^ 
the Attorney GeneraU The fbciety for Conftitutiemd IriAib 
mation met etrery Friday; the delegates of Ac Corrtlpdtfiig 
Sodety ttiet every Thtn^aay- The advantage was, Ac Sodi^ 
for Conftitutional Information were to hoW Aemfelves u^i ll 
perfcrts of rc§»eftabfc 'fituationsj all violeiit refekititas 
therefore to begin, either in the 'Country Societies, or in 
OrlJiey were to begin m flie London Correipondlng SociMy>» 
liife CoiAmktcc of Delegates bf the London CorTC!|^oiidfali{ 
TSodetf, came to rcfcfutions oh Ae Thtirftfeyy ^which^'ai * 
f'riday, &^ generally communicated to the Sodctjr #wr 'Om* 
ftitu'tiohal Information. And here is another ftrong -proef^ hoi 
j^erfeftJy Ariftoeratic flie Government of 'diis Demoeratlicatts* 
Ciety was. For a mcafare was to be refoived upony fir^jhj4kd 
"Secret Coknmittee j theli carried to Ac Committee of DeiegiHiF 
and refolved upon there ; which Committee of Delegates naerf* 
farily afted, in a cfertaln degree, blindly upon the reports of tk 
Committee of Corre^ondence, beeaufe tfeiey d?d not kiiofw dl-fc 
correfpondcnce diat paffed ; feeing- adopted there,' diey wtofcao* 
to wait fbr an adoption of it, by the reft of the members of lit 
fociety; it was to Be reported, indeed,- at the (KfterentDMfaf 
meetings, but that might not hUve happened^ tilfftc refeluM 
had taken place;' becaufe thofe Divifion meetings were upon lb 
different ^ys, which Were moft cohvenient fer tfic difer a i 
Divifions to* meet ; and yet, on the Frirfay, without any nfereMf 
to the Divifion meetings, the refolutions were to fee cfUriedtlf 
tfie Conftitutional Society, as the proceedings of Ae -Lsiito 
C«rrcfponding Society^ 
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. 'Gentlemen, that letter from Sheffield^ which I before advert^ 
bp^ Iiu>wfee. is dated the 15th of 0£k>ber, 1792-; from the 
E/ditor of the Patriot; aiidth^e, fpeaking of the eftablifhmeni of 
l^cnj focieties> it iays— r*' We beg leave alfo ta throw in our 

* mite of commendatioa, of the laudaWe fpirit which you havj* 
■^ evinced in your intention to addrefs the National Convention gf 
Ff France^ and hope fincerely, that your example will be followed 
f. bjr allthe focietiesin the two kingdoms; Ireland hiiviqg already 

* (k% the example" — then it fays " we hope your fociety will 
[f. alfo give to," a particular fociety which is nained, (" the Stock* 
f port Society) your fandion, advice, and fuppprt^ as it. will be 

* in. vain for the friends of reform, to contend with the tresncnf. 
f. dous hoft of enemies, they have to encQunter," — qlearly fl^ewr 
Kg, that they confidcred that a very large proportion indeed (an4 
Jyne of the other letters expreisly ftating^ that a yaft majority) of 
pu; people, were againft them. It gpes on— s-" We clearly fore^r 
F-.iee, that Scotland will foon take the lead of this Coijtntry"-- 
[^ wifli you, Qentlempn, to obfef ve this) " aijd conceive it will 
;. be oeceiTary to take the greatefl care, tha|L a^ univerfid ^ omr 
\ ipunication fhould be conftantly kejpt up, between the fqveral 
f focieties, however diftanf, and that all fl^ould del^rmiijie to a(S|; 
\ Ufioti the fan^e principle, and move together, as near as; may b^ 

* in regular and a<aive unifon, *Tw^s hy ^^^^ mefhotf^ France 
?. bscam^ fo tborsu^hly united^ an4 Hie ought never tg hfe fight 

. Nowy can any Government fi^bCft, whlph has wilhln its 
^om anuipber of focieties a&ing as a corporate body i^pon thofe 
principles ? What, Gentlemen, is ^ Government, and a l^tate^ 
nit a Corporatbn— rit is ^ number gf men, affernbled by certain 
jpfiftitutions of ui>iQn, by which thoie who are of themJTelves in-r 
Uvidu/ils, are enabled to a(5): as pne body^ When therefore ^ 
bciety is eftablifhed, and thj^t fociety puts it&lf nndcr particular 
egiilations, that fociety, to a certain cjfXent^ though not boun4 
athefaipe manner as a Cgrporafripn created by the }ai^ul Gqt 
'emmenl^ j^ in efFe£): a Corporation ^ and when ^ number of 
beietiet unite themfelves in the n^nner here propofedt they are 4 
Utm 9f 4i4^ ^grpQra^ipn^r (^rp«#^ 9rieitt|?i. ^^ th; 
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Conftitution and Government of the Country, a£Hng under de 
authority of that Conftitution, as fubordinate States. The Eaft* 
India Company, for inftance, is a Corporation, by means ot 
which our poffeflions in the Eaft Indies, to a certain degree, ait 
jgoverned. That is a Corporation, ading in fubordination to the 
great Corporation of this Country; which. Lord Coke fiiys,i$ 
compofed of King, Lords, and Commons, of which tfie King is 
the Head. He call§ it, exprefsly, the great Corporation of this 
Country. Then here, upon the principle of incorporation, are 
^ great number of focieties, united together, for the purpofeof 
moving together in regular adtive unifon; for the purpofe of 
forming themfelves into one State, which Ihould aft togedier, 
upon one principle ; a fort of combination of States, like the 
United States of America, which ftill have one regular Con- 
ftitution, which regulates the whole Government, A Country 
inay bear a Corporation or State within it, which is in avovcl 
fubordination to it, fuch as the different Corporations in this 
Kingdom; becaufe it has a power to regulate dieir aftions by die 
proceedings of the Courts of Juftice. If they exceed their poftf 
in any degree, it calls them in queftion, and they may, if diejp 
to certain lengths, forfeit the privileges granted to them. Sud 
Corporations are completely within the power of the Govcn* 
inent, and are capable of exifting confiftendy with the firfcty of 
it. But fuch Corporations as thefe, cannot exift in any Govern- 
ment, with fafety to that Government. It is, imperium in hh 
perioy which is inconfiftent with any Government. This was the 
very principle upon which the National Affembly in France^ ia 
1791, paffed a decree againft the Jacobin Clubs, which unfortO: 
nately for that Country, was never put in execution. 

We objeft to thefe focieties, " you are afting as a Corpora* 
* tion — ^you are taking upon yourfelves the firmnefs, union, aJ 
f* manner of afting, which belongs to a Corporate body, nrfui 
^ makes you therefore a State within a State, and renders Acer- 
** iftenceof your fociety, totally incompatible with public peace.* 

The celebrated fpeech made by one of the moft diftinguiihe' 

inembers of the French Conftituent Affembly, Monf. D'Andr^ 

» man of confiderable ability, ftates du$ in fo dear and pUii > 

* lighii 
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lights that it muft bring conviftionto the mind of every man', 
** that the Government of a Country cannot exift, if there fub- 
** lift within it, fuch a fet of aflbciated and affiliated focieties, 

* afting as a Corporate body, in oppofltion to that Government, 

• in the manner in which thefe focieties propofed to do." 

In all thefe tranfadlions, the prifoner unqueftionably has borne 
a very diftinguiflied part; and you will find that his letters, if 
jrou take the trouble of referring to them, certainly (hew his pri- 
rity with every part of the tranlafUon. A privity which muft 
neceflarily alfo be inferred from his fituation of Secretary, with 
every part of the tran&dions. 

• Gentlemen, you recolleft a letter of the prifoner, to Mr. 
Vaughan, of the 9th of April, 1792, in which he particularly 
flates, in what manner he conceived the minds of the people were 
to be a<Sted upon; the manner in which they were to be allured 
and deluded; and advifes Mr. Vaughan to colleft fome choice 
flowers from feveral publications which he refers to. You will 
lecolled, alfo, that the Gentleman to whom that letter was ad«> 
dreffed, although prefent in Court, has not been called to explain 
any of the tranfadtions which have taken place. That letter v«ras 
tcry early in the tranfadions ftated to you, and fhews moft clearly, 
and plainly, that the prifoner was at the very foundation and root 
<lf eVery thing — He was not a perfon who was deluded and led 
away— He was one whofe whole heart was in the caufe, and who 
was contriving all die delufions which are imputed to the perfons 
who were concerned in thefe tranfaftions. 
■ Thefe things having been done, and the people having been by 
liich means confiderably fet againft the Conftitution eftablifhed in 
the Country, the leaders of thefe Societies, began to conilder 
what meafures they fhould take. There had been for fome time 
in Scotland, a number of Societies, which had been a£Bng upon 
Ac feme principles, and holding a porrefpondence with the Lon- 
don Correfponding Society ; and thefe Societies in Scotland had 
formed a meeting, called a Convention of Delegates, which had 
met early in the year 1793, and had then adjourned, I think to 
November 1793. Thefe people, when they originally met, ap- 
^ S 4 pear 



pear to have had exa&ly the views which were ftated bf mf 
bkni who laft ad4refled yoU| as the views of the Lpodmi 
Societies.— -Thej did not afTume to be a CmvendQii of Aa 
People ) they defcribed themielyes as a Meeting of Delegates of 
the different Societies f^ilbciatcd for die purpofe of obtainiAg a 
Parliamentary Reform — they met — tiiey did their bufiaefs— tfcey 
4ifperfed and adjourned to meet again in November. 
. During this interval, you will obferve diat a very privs^e ani 
particular correfpondence tpok i4^ce« There is a letter ftom 
Skirving to Hardy, of the a^th of Mlay» i.793i-rl flujl have 
occafion to obferve fomething more upon the (vhj&&i but I. 
would now dbferye, that this Iqtter fpeaks of the writer's dif- 
pofition to unite in one alTembly of Cpiiimiffioners^ from aU-^ 
Countries in the W(>rld, for the purpofe of Reform.~This letter 
ted to a private correfpondence between Mr. H^dy, the prifoncr, 
and Mri Skirving, who had b^i> Secretary tl» that Meeting of 
pelegatQS in Scotland, whkh had oever ^MHigblfi of a/Tumii^ the 
appellation or chara^ier of ^^ Convention of the Pe^le }"— en 
i^pellatioiji and charai£ler which, for d)& piurpofts ftated by mf 
learned friend, were totally unneceffaryi 

On the Sth of October, 1793, Mr> Hardy wrilss a letter tfl^ 
Mr. Skirving, in which he fpeaks of tl^ trials of Muir apd 
Palmer, whq had b^n profecuted for feditious conduj^t, asd ttoi 
iays, ^' The Qeneral Conyentic»i which you nsjentioni appeal^ (d 
^ Ms, Margarot, to whom alone I have communicated your 
" letter," fthe letter to which this refers,, feems tQ haye becft 
dated the 2d of O9iober ; but it has not been foufld) ^^ appears to 
" Mr. Margarot and myfelf to be a very excellent meafure j an4 
f^ as fuch, I could wifh you, without delays to. communicale ii 
" officially to pur Society, without any ways mentioning ib»iL yon 
" had written to me privately."— I mentitomd^ l^ter fe^ifor^— 
I now ftate it for the purpofe of introducii^ ^e fending Dekgpm 
to the Scotch Convention, — ** If, ki your official let^,. jW 
« fliQuId require us to fend a Deputation to Aajt Mestingj H»v« 
*.* no doubt but our Society would, with pleafiue, accept die k^ 
^ wtation^ mil sm perfuaded it would dp mjfch good^ Qtic 

*^firecdom| 
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^ fireedom^ as you juffly (^bferv^ depends bnAniy- tjpon oittm 
^ iHres> and upon our arailijig cnirfolvvs of dii^ opportunity^ 
^ whicky mee. loft^ maj not be fe icon reG0vered."'>.^Ahd 1 
^pbfervc upoa this, becaufe I thiak it tends to fhev^ that^ how-* 
ever unprepared they might be to carry die liicuifunts they had in. 
rit^^ into complete exebudoit) Aey. had a ifarmg inpceffion upon 
dieir mind% tfaat> if th^ loft tht oppoituxaty^ whidi to a certstiit 
degree they conceived they theh body they (bould not be able to 
lecQver it again } and dial tihearefcve it was necei&fy) at all eveifts, 
to take fome fteps* 

This fetter of the 5fb of 0(5bbcr, 1793, having been written 
^y Mr* Hardy, a ktter came from Mr. Sfcirving to himj in an 
oficial way, defiring that diofe Deputies might be fent.-^^This' 
letter is communicated, not only to the London Correfponding 
S^^^iety^ but tOcthe Society for Conftitutional Infopmation; afid 
in con&^pzence of that communicado% bodi tbefe Societies i<^nt 

Delegates to this Scotch Convention. And, Qemlemen, yout 

wtU rdcoIkA^ dut^ by the communifiation with Shefidd^ Nor- 
wich^ and other places, they, were likewife mduced to fend Dele^* 
gates to die fiune CDnveadoa. 

Thefe are- the inftm^ons giveit by die London Correfpond«« 
kig Society, which were fignsd by die prifcner : — ^** The Articles 
• of Inftrudiion given to Citizen Jofeph Gerald^ Delegate 
^ from the London CorrdpOnding Society to die enfiiing Cor^ 
^ uentien ia EUlinburgh, for die purpoib of obtaitxing a thorough 
^ Pariiamentary Reform, 

^ Firft^^He ihalt on no account depart from the original 
11^ i>hjsA and piHln9:ipIes^ of this Society ; namely, the bbtaining 
f* Annual Parliaments, and Univerfal Suffrage, by rational and 
« laufrl meam*^* — Rational and lawfkl are words ilrhich are 
jEapaUr of ajmoft any CQjnflni£biQn«-^-«For, after it had been 
fiotcd: ift die Report of dieir Committee of Conftitudon, diat thd 
fninority had a right to Te&& the majority, for the purpofe of 
idTertijig^ what they call^ their indefeafible rights, among which 
they chka die right of equals a£ttve Cidzenfliip ; rational and 
fattftU mans are any means which wodd be, aacording to theit 
j^ of r^ofoni raf(«)Ml) ai^ ai;co«liii| to (i^ip idea of bw^ 
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kwful. They dedare it to be lawful for the minority to reiiff 
tbe majority, if the tStSk of the tyranny, as they call it, exercuied 
by the majority, were to deprive them of their indefeafible civil 
l^ights ; namely, a (hare in the Government of their Country, 
both Legiflative and Executive. 

The other inftruftions are, ^ Secondly — He is dired^ to 
^ fupport the opinion, that Reprefentatives in Parliament ought to 
^ he paid by their Conftituents." 

^ Thirdly — That the eledlion of SheriflFs ought to be reftored 
« to the People.'* 

*^ Fourthly — That Juries ought to be chofen by lot." 

^ Fifthly — ^That adlive means ought to be ufed,^ to make 
^ every man acqiudnted with the rights and duties of a Jury- 
^ man.'* 

^ Sixthly— That the liberty of the prds muft at all events be 
<f fupported; and that the publication of political truths can 
** never be criminal." 

- Now, Gentlemen, you will obferve that the four laft of thefc 
have no connedlion whatever with a Parliamentary Reform.— 
The fecond is only fupporting the opinion, that Reprefentatives 
ki Parliament ought to be paid by their Conftituents— an opinion 
formerly adopted, and afted upon, in this Country, but long fince 
abandoned, from a principle of policy, which is obvious ; and die 
adoption of that opinion by the iirft Conftituent AfTembly in 

France, led, perhaps, to all the mifchief that followed* When 

perfons talk of rational and lawful means, you muft of neceffitj 
underftand them to ufe thofe words in the fenfe, and accord- 
ing to the conftru£lion which they themfelved put upon the 
words. 

They fey, that their Delegate Ihould on no accoimt depart from 
the principles of the Society; namely, the obtaining Annual Par- 
liaments and Universal Suffrage, by rational and lawful means. — 
In the feventh inftru<Sion, they ftate what they conceive to be 
lawful means ; namely, *« That it is the duty of the people to 
^ refift any Afl: of Parliament repugnant to the original prin«» 
^ ciples of the Coi;iftitution, as would be every attempt to pnn 
^ hibit affodations for the purpof^ of ^efornu"— -Aad thereforq 

4 *7 
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Aey confidered, that any Aft of Parliament, and confequenfly 
wiy authority whatever, however in the common eftimation of 
mankind it might be deemed lawful, was to be refifted by them, 
if it tended to prevent the execution of their purpofes and tfiat^ 
therefore, any means taken towards fuch refiftance, were means 
taken for the purpofe of obtaining Annual Parliaments, and Uni- 
verfal Suffrage, by rational and lawful means. 

It feems to me, therefore, that tbefe Articles of Inftru£tion, 
upon the very face of them, import a determination to refill die 
conftituted power and authority of the Country, if a refiftance to 
this conftituted power was ncceflary to carry into execution 
their purpofe of obtaining Annual Parliaments, and Univerfal 
Suffrage, by rational and lawful means ; and that they corifidered 
refiftance to the power of the conftituted authorities, as lawful 
means to effe£t that purpofe. — And, if they confidered refiftance 
as lawful means, it neceflarily ajfo follows, that they confidered 
attack as lawful means. — For, if refiftance is lawful, an attack 

to fupercede the neceffity of refiftance, is alfo lawful. ^Upori 

what principle is attack in war lawful, but that refiftance is 
juftifiable f And attack is juftifiable for the purpofe of fuper- 
ceding the neceflityof that refiftance— Therefore thefe inftruftions 
do moft explicitly declare their refolution to maintain the objeft 
which they had in view, by what they call rational and lawful 
means ; which they have fufHciently fhewn to be fuch afts as are 
in direft oppofition to the conftituted authority of the Country, 
and, confequently, afts of rebellion. 

Gentlemen, when this again is compared widi the Report of 
their Committee of Conftitution ; and when I have fhewn that 
their avowed principle is rebellion againft every Government 
which is not conftituted in the manner in which they fay a 
Government ought to be conftituted, it is impoffible to give 
any other conftruftion to thefe words, " rational and lawful 
*' means,'* than that which I have given ; namely, fuch means as, 
by the exercife of their reafon, unprejudiced, they were taught to 
believe were lawful means '^ among which they included the 
right of the minority to refift even a vaft majority of the Country, 
if that majority attempted to withhold fixmi them tbofe ri^Kti 
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IKhlch they ci^i4er«<l ai indefeafible Civil ' rigbte^it mmd^ 
^ right i^Jbars m ^ tc^ib^/^ pf 4be G^v^rnment df tkeir Ctwitry^ 
^vM Exe^ittive as Legifl^feive. 

Gen^kmeuf th9 inftru^ion^ which afe given to the Ddegatos 
of tba Society for C<mititutionai Iiifo4rmation> are couched^ iin# 
iji^ftipnablyfL in much more cautious language. Tliey catioia 
no fuch refolution wid> refp^ to refiftancQ, a$ is contained in 
ibe reibhitfons of die London Correfponding Sooicty^^^-^At the 
^SiHiff time you will recdllefif wha£ my learned friend near me 
W>w fuggefts to me^ that ^U that Was done in the Scotsh Coa« 
ycntion^ in confequence of the inftruSien^ given to the Dele<* 
gates of the London Correfpondiiig Society, was afterwards fidly 
approved by the Society for CoHftitutional Information; and 
ths^t one of tlie ads (q done, was in 6itc£k conformity to> thofi) in* 
itru(Aions (the feventh ififtrudion) ^* Thali it is the duty of the 
^ People to rtifitk any Adt of Parliament repugnant to^ the oxi* 
^ ginal principles of the Conftitution, as wo«Ud be ev^ry attonpC 
^ to prohibit Affociations.for the purpofe (^ RefornK" 

Grentlemen^ you will recollect that one of the refblutioiw of 
^is Scotch Convention- ^nt dir^^y upoi^ tbe.foundafiion of Aat 
infbu^iripn ; goings indeed, conHdefably beyond it ; and \yhea I 
am told that pci-fons who fend Delegates, are to be confideKd aft 
giving to thofe Delegates no other authority dian what thiey 
fpe^iiically gave theHi, I admit that to a certain degree, that is 
true i but then^ the moment they know that thefe Delegates g0 
beyond their authority, they ought i^nqueftionably, at leaft, lo 
difavow them» — But what has this Conflitutional Society done i 
Inftead of difavowing any proceedings of the Britiib Convention^ 
it has declared its approbation of them all ; aiid the Society has 
confidered itfelf as bound to give the moft efFe<^al fupport tQ the 
.perfons whq came to thefe refolutions. 

Then what were the proceedings of this Affembly wben it 
met ? — Gentlemen, I fhajl not go through all their proceedings, 
becaufe that would take up infinitely too large a pqrtion of your 
time i but there JMre fome fe\y of their proceedings upon which I 
iball venture to comment; — In the firft place, I would notice 
icir declaring; diemfelves ^ th& &riuih Conyentioi^ qf A^ 
5 . ♦'People.^ 



People.^-»-^For (he porpofe^^hidi it k pretefideidl ^vfh^lk 
WWy <iM|t deelarsition was abfbkittljr <Miec6fliftrfF^x.4)^ 
imdjr una&ieSkryyhv^ k was im{»r4per ; beoauie, if ti^jr 'were 4t6 
con\iief to tile 'Pariiameiit 'of Ae Gountcj, ivljM the K>pi2iiesili 
of men were upon the fubjedl, opinions conveyed by delegari^n 
are, in all cafes, totrfly inipr^r 9 biut ofMnions conveyed by de« 
l^adoR, where the perfons Sjfed&csHy 4elegating do tiots^^pcd^ 
are AiU inone improper. 

If it he^ 4)e«A defertbed as a ft[0et4f^ of Ae Soeiettes «f 
JBiieffieId^-«of &tt Societies of London-^^of the Sooi^tiee of Nor^ 
-wioh, and (0 'On^ <)eferftiag diem in this way, there would iMt 
heen a poflibility of dcertaimng of whom ^they were QompofeL*^ 
it would alio have keen joift widtin fx>fibUity, and nodiing more, 
idiat the Delegates ibould^sonvey the ibntiments of thofeperfonft 
iwho compofed the ieVeral Societies with tefyeiSk to^e •fubje6t of 
a Reform in the -Houfe -of ComnMns^-^Biit it would have been, 
certainly, a very ineomplete method of comreying ^^ofe fcnd^ 
monts;— For, you fee,<tbe Delegate from tJie Societyibr Confti* 
eudonal Information w<Mi]d liave ap^peared to have QosmeyodAt 
fentiments of Mr. Sheridan, and feveral other pei^sis, v^o& 
names are ftill upon the books, as Members -of the Conftitutioiid 
Society, tholigh diey have not attended the Society -for iHanf 
3fears,and have veatly had noting to <io with it 4br feveral years-*^ 
ThtueiiiDe thefe Sodeties coMy m &&y eonmey to Pariiamenl 
tftodiiflg more than the opinion 0f -ihofe^tfeular men who (oolc 
Afidweipafts in $hc Societies i-efpcd^ivd^ys akid ^Hbeii llheir IMe^ 
^ates i« Scotland afiumed to themfeives the dharadler ^^thi 
^ Cowoiniikn of tbt P^pUy* and pfofel&d to •con'Key die opinions 
0f Ae People, they muft have piw£U(ed an impofidon Upon dir 
ParlkBtteat } for they were oidy a Meeting of Delegates^ diofeit 
by a few Members of diefe Societies, and had no right to repre^ ' 
fent^mfelves in die dharafter of a Cknvtntion tftht P^^pU^ for 
Ae pt«pde of jeonveying to Poriiainent the fentiments ef tie 
:Pt9pk €f thi9 Country^ as defifii^ a Parlit^mentary lUfonn. It 
was tkerefope not only ivmeceflapyy but abfehiteiy improper^ 
AaC ihey Iboidd stfiame the eharaSier ef a Giim>entim ef tie 
si^4i|^i!f«.tt^For what puFpglb^ they algime Ji^t-apfeUutieftP-^ 

It 
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It could only be for tfie purpoie of afTuming the chafaffef of 
a Convention of the People, and the power which is iKoeflari^ 
attributable to a real Convention of the People ; and, I coneieive^ 
that is the only purpofe for which you will believe they did 
afliinae it. 

The purpofe fuggefted by the learned and ingenious Couofel, 
Is one that cannot have been within their view. It would have 
been totally inconfiftent, even with their own principles, to have 
pretended to convey to the Parliament Of this Country, by means 
of the opinions of a number of Delegates of the different Societies, 
the opinions of the People; the perfons fo delegated having 
clearly no right whatever to ftate, that what they refi>lved upao^ 
was any thing more than the opinion of a variety of Clubs, or 
rather of fome of the feveral individual Members who compoled 
thofe Clubs. — But the evidence given of the converiations with 
Mr. Yorke, puts this beyond all fort of doubt : — He (aid, " The 
** Britifh Convention fplit upon a rock — becaufe they decland 
** tbemfehes a Convention of the People^ before the People were 
** prepared for it, that they ought firft to have come forward 
« with an addrefs to the People at large :" — That is, that they 
ought to have continued in their original charafter of a Con- 
vention of Delegates of the different Societies, till, by an addrefr 
to the People at large, they had prepared the minds of the People 
at large for the declaration, that they were a Convention of the 
People, in order to obtain that fort of tacit confent to dieir 
declaration, which was obtained in France, to a declaration of the 
feme fort, by fome of the Members of the States General-^ 
Thofe perfons, on the 27 th of June, 1789, being till then only 
Members of the States General of the Kingdom, aflembled 
under the authority of the King, according to the ancient Con* 
ftitution of France, and therefore, afting under that fubordinadon 
to his authority which the ancient Conftitution of France re. 
quired, declared themfelves a Naiional Affembly 5 and therefore 
that the King could put no negative upon their authority. — ^If 
they had not been fupported by the people in that declaradoOi 
they could not have acfted in the charafler in whidi they then 
affumed to aft \ but the people did fupport them, and the public 

mind 
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mind bcirtg prepared to 'fiipport them as a Convention ofti} 
J^eopUj and to give them all the force, the ftrength, and efEciemry 
of fuch a Convention, from tiiat time, diey did aft as a Con* 
vention of the People, aflfembled by fufficient authority; and, 
from that time, they were completely the Sovereign power of di« 
State. 

Mr. Yorke faid, and truly, that the Convention at Edinburgh 
had declared itfelf a Convention of the People, before the People 
were prepared to acknowledge them as fuch; that they had 
thereby fplit upon a rock, had not been able to carry dieir in- 
tentions into execution, and had therefore failed; that they 
ought to have addrefled the public at large upon the fubjeft, and 
. thus to have prepared the public mind ; and if they found the 
people ready to fupport them in tbe^ cbara^er (f a CoMveftUhr^ 
which they meant to aflume, then to declare themfelves fuch, and 
to affume all the power and fuperiorities, and all the authorities of 
a Convention of the People. 

Gentlemen, this aflembly of Delegates of Clubs, having pro- 
ceeded in this manner, thought proper, not only to call itfelf 
^ Convention of the People — J Britijh Convention of the People^ 
neceflarily including the whole ifland — but — the British con- 
vention, ONE AND indivisible — and to date their tranf. 
adions, the £rft year of the Britifli Convention, one and in- 

divifible. What could this be meant to exprefs, but that they 

confidered themfelves as the yrhole People of Great Britain, 
united, by delegation, in one common caufe, not to be feparated-*- 
not to be divided, until they had completely and effe<3;ually carried 
into execution thofe purpofes which the feveral Delegates carried 
with them into this aflembly? — ^What the purpofes of Margarot 
and Gerald were, we have had clearly before us, upon evidence-— 
What was the purpofe of Mr. Yorke, who, though a Delegate from 
the Conftitutional Society, did not adually go, — we may infer, 
from all that he did and faid elfewhere. — ^Now, that the whole 
is difclofed, and all its complex parts are put together, it is clear 
that this very a£k was, in itfelf, an a<9: of High Treafon-^And I 
beg to fay, that the Attorney General, in his place in the Houf? 
of Commons, on the queflion relative to the trials in Scotland, 

declared 



^ftrl^red, dist, u &r as he could then vi««r It, (em^g it jam 
perfedly as he did, he was inclined ftron^y to think, tfi^t k 
«Kight to have been (o coaftrued* But an aift -ma)r he an aft «f 
High Treaibn, or an a£l of Sedition, mereljs accdrdiiig to ^ 
degree of evidence which may be produced upon the Ailjo^L 
Unlefs you can (hew, what was the objeft of the parties, yen 
may not be able to prov^ it to be an adl of High T/oafon, al- 
'diough, in fed, it was fo* 

What was the argument which Mr. Gibbs pfeSti lb mud 
4Bpon you ? He did not deny, that the a£ks of his CUenst wM 
icxtremely blameable; very feditious^ but they do not, (aid he^ 
amount to High Treafon* And why did he atfert, that Aeydid 
not amount to High Treafon? ^ Becauie the evidence, tadtes 
t^ t(^ether, does not fhew that the prifoner had conceived, widuA 
^ hi^ raind, the guilty purpofe and intent of deftroying Ac Go^ 
^ vernment of the Country, depofing die King, and eftablifliing 
" a Democratic Government in its ftead.** 

In the proiecutions carried on in Scotland, againft the Mead^era 
of the Britifh Convention, Margarot, Gerald, Skirving, and di6 
jreft, the full evidence was not poflefied by thoTe who profecuted} 
4hey could not eftablifli, by evidence, that degree of criminaKty 
in the minds of the parties, which is effcntially neceflary for At 
purpofe of conftituting the crime of High Treafoii ; and, there^ 
fore, no blame is upon that account imputable, as i contend, 
to the Courts in Scotland, fuppofing the a& to be High 
Treafon* 

The Courts there are accufed of having been over rigorous in 
their featenceSi-— -If that which has appeared, in evidence, hercj 
had appeared to them^ I think, according to the evidence which 
Would then have been before them, they muft have confidered 
the zdbs as amounting to High Treafon 3 and it would have been 
their duty to have taken care that the perfons^ guilty of thofe acb| 
fliould have been profecuted accordinglyi But from the evidence 
before them, the complete criminal intent did not appear, and 
therefore they proceeded, according to die law of Scotland, for 
the crime of Sedition. 
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*riie qiieAion which was afterwards principally aglttte^ ^^ 
Whcdier there exifted, m the law of Scotland, a diftinft crime^ 
denominated, by the law of Scotland, *« Sedition," which the law 
iSf fengland confidcrs as a mere mifdenieanour, of different degrees 
6f heinoufnefs, till it imbunts to the crime of High Treafon^ 
But, if there did ekift that diftin£Kon between Treafon and 
Sedition^ in the law of Scotland, (and Sedition, in the ancient 
hw of England, feems to have been tonfidered as adlftind crime^ 
in very remote times) 'and if Sedition, in Scotland, Was capable 
of being ^uniflied as fuch, a very fevere punifhment muft be the 
proper punifhment for a crime, which arofe to that height, that 
Ae only queftion which could potSbly be made upon it, was^ 
whether it did, or did not, amount to the heinous erime of High 
Titafonf 

Gentlemen, the reTorutiOris and pr6ceedings of this Society in 
Scotland are very extraordinary; they begin widi declaring 
themfelves fhe Britijh Convention^ and their feveral proceedings 
have been read to you, in which it ijJpears that they corre- 
fpOnded with the prifoiier at the bar, and with feveral other 
perlbns. It alfo appeal^ that they adopted feveral of the moft 
ftcKtious proceedings Which ha^e been had in this Country, and 
that they had reports made to them of the ftate of the Societies 
in Englandj as Well as in Sbdtland, die obje£t bf Which was 
to jufiify their declaring themfelves a Convention of the People. 

It appears in the prbceedings of the 6th of NoVemberj I793, 
that one of the Edinburgh Delegates having moved that die 
London Delegates (hould ftate the fituatioil of their Societies, 
Gitiiien Mairgarot anfwered, " that the Societies ih London Were 
^ very numerous^ though fomedmes fluSUadng— in fome parts of 
^ England whole towns are Reformers; in Sheffield and en- 
<* virons there are fifty thoufand,*'-^though it has been fheWn to 
you that the Society there nevelr tonfifted df more than £\X 
hundred. " In Norwich therfe are thirty SodetieU ih one* If^'* 
faid Margttrotj ^« we could get a Convention of England and 
^ Scotland (Jailed, we might i*eprefent fix Or feven hundred 
" thoufand maleS^ which is a majority of all the adults in the 
** kingdom, and Miniftry Would, not dare to refiife us our * 
Vol IV, . • T " ri^ht&:» 
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^ rights,*' It was in confequence of this reprefenta^oa that 
tiiey thou^t fit to give theo^elves the title which I have fiatod 
to you. 

Gentlemen, you will recoftea that in their proceedings th^ 
went to the extent of making a new imion between Enghmi 
. ajad Scotland; An union widch flipuld perfeflly remove aB 
boundaries of diftiruftion between the two Kii^doms, Whether 
that would or woijd not be a wife dwg, may certainly a(IUt rf 
a great deal of qjueftion ; but tj^re is a contra^ exiitiiig be* 
tween the two Countries upon the (ubje^t, and the perions aC^ 
iembled at this meeting, take upon ihemielves, as £ur as their 
authority goes, to break tiu-ough, dj^it contra^, afiiunii^ 4 
j^Meer of a moft extraordinary kind^ not only Sovereign powci^ 
but Sovereign power tending to the deftruftion of a folemn kaguc 
l^etween die two Nations, at one time ibparate, diftind, and inde- 
pendant Sovereign powers. 

They refolved to pubHfli an addrels to tjie public, and a Cora* 
itMttee was appoipt^ed to confider the meaos, and to draw up the 
outlines of a plan pf general union and co-operation between thi 
two Na;tions, in theii; general purfuit of a thorough Reform of 
Parliament, which was unanimouily agreed to* They Ukewife 
had a Committee to draw up rules for their internal Government, 
and tickets fpr admifSon; and they refolved, that thiji fliouldbe 
a ftanding law of this, and all future Conventions, looking cle^rijE 
in. profpe£^ to a regular and conftant eftablifliment,, and npl to 
an. accidental eftablifhment, for a particular purpofe. There axe 
feveral; other proceedings which deierve your attention, but they 
are infinitely too numerous for me, now, to obferve upon; fuch 
as propofmg a general h&y and a variety of other proceedings, 
which clearly fhew, that they confidered themfelves as an Ailembly 
of a very different defcriptioa from that of Delegates of tfaH» 
feveral Societies, m^t fimply fpr the purpo(c of petitioning PaP» 
liament for a Reform in Parliament. Th^y received .coatii* 
butions; patriotic gifts and donations; they adopted, in all their 
pi;oceedings, thqfe expreffions which had been ufed in the French- 
Convention j they talked of their own Affembly, as the Houfi; 
pf takii?g thQ fenie of! tb^ Houfei apd kyuA other things muft 
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iaite bccunrod to y6u» In the coiirfe of dielr pk-Qce^dingst) if yon 
looked ftt them, or attended tx> them, when they were read, 1^ 
which pu muft be convinced, they had in view an eftabliihinent, 
upon principles very dilFerent fixxn thoTe on which a meeting of 
Didegates of Sodeties, for the purpoiib of obtaining a Reform in 
dParli^unent, ought tohave been formed. 

You likewife recoUedl the pains diey took tp enlighten d^ 
■Iligihlfciilers of Scotland. It is impoffihle nait to confider the 
^terms they ufed for this purpofe^ as an incitement, dlre^y, to tl»e 
Highlanders to arm themfelves. You recdleiS: the circumftanoa 
of a pidure of a Highlander, armed with his brx>8d fword and 
Carget; and there are other circumftances of the iame tendexKy, 
iwhich are not now immediately and diftin£Uy in my memory* 
» There is alfo this refolution: — ^ That it be recompiended to 
^^ die different Societies diroughout the Country, to cq)y ti^e 
^ fiill of Rights into their minute books, as the ground of their 
^ proceedings, in order to prevent imprq>e;r conftnu^ions upon 
^ their condud, as friends to Reform." This recommendation 
feems to me to be preci&ly upon that principle of deception 
which I have before noticed. There could be no purpofe what* 
ever, for which this reiblution was to be inferted in their minute- 
bpoks, but to deceive — ^to hold out a peaceable and quiet re* 
formation, whilft diey nieant the reverie. ^ If they really approved 
>cf the Bill of Rights, had it not been univerfally derided in the 
books, of which they had teftified the ftrongeft approbation ; in 
..a work, in which it was called a bill of wrongs, and treated with 
abe utmoft difregard and contempt. But it ferved extremely, 
well for the purpofe; not only to cover the proceedings of the 
different Societies, but to miflead thofe Societies, and to tell them, 
that the Bill of Rights authorized the affembling a Convention 
x>f the People. The people in the different Counties were told, 
that the Bill of Rights was the foundation of all their pro- 
ceedings, and that therefore they fhould infert it in all their. 
iK)oksi and when they were told, that it was lawful to affemble 
a Convention of the People, they were led to believe, that the 
'Bill of Rights made it lawful for them to do fo. Thefe circum- 
ftances tend to ihew the means by which the poor people, who 
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Vf^re engaged vrith diicm, have been led and deceived, like Ast 
ilriWrttinate man who Was examined. Hill. He told you, dsft 
•he had nothing in view but the Conftitution of the Hoiife of 
Commons, as it was in the year 1688 ; there being, in efFeA, no 
alteration after that time, except the Triennial Ad, and ibme 
other a6ls, which tended rather to the benefit of die people^ daa 
to their injury, in any way whatever. 

Then comes their famous refolutions for afTembting JP^CoH" 
vcntion of Emergency, for which a blank was left in die minute% 
and which they came to, on the 28th of November, 1793.— 
I wiih to know, how the learned Counfel for the prifoner, whoa 
I do not now fee in Court — ^I wifli he was here — ^I mean, my 
learned friend who addrefTed you laft, with great force, with great 
energy, and certainly with a confiderable degree of ability — Jiow 
he reconciles thefe refoliitiOnSi fo left in blank upon die minutely 
Ivith the principle upon which he ilatedthis Convention to have 
a£tedj — He did not, indeed, ^ftindly fbte this Convention t& 
hav6 aded upon it; he rather fuggefled die principle, and dien 
endeavoured to flur the matter over, to pais it by, aflerting, that 
whatever might be imputed to this Convention, it coidd not 
affecSl that which was to have been afTembled, and the prifoner 
had nothing to do with k^ 

Gentlemen^ you will recoiled: the folcmnity with which die 
tranfadions relative to thefe refolutions were carried on ; tha^i 
** After an excellent difcuffion of the queflion, pertinent remarks, 
" and amendments, the Convention was refumed, and the whole, 
^^ as amended, being read over, the members flood upon their 
" feet, and pafTed the refolutions^ unanimoufly, as follows."— 
Vou will recollea, likewife, that this was preceded, in the couric 
of the debate, by Citizen Brown's giving a hiflory of the Habeas 
Corpus A&j and therefore appearing to take an important part 
in the difcuffion of the quefHon* Mr. Matthew Cambell Brown, 
who was the delegate from Sheffield, and who has been flated a; 
the Editor of the Patriot— There is a blank in die minutes, for 
thefe refolutions; and then the minutes import, that, ^ After the 
** (aid refolution, agreed to, and folemnly approved of, as above? 
.«* Citizen Gerald, in an energetic and animated fpcech, addrefTed 
5 «thc 
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•< &c meeting, and exprcfied his happmefs at the motion paffedl, 
** and expofed the a<5l of the Irifh Parliament, called a Convention 
** Bill; and Citizen Brown followed him, in a manly fpeecb, 
** and proved the influence of the Executive Government over 
*' the Parliament ;'*-r-and then^^-CitizenMargarot read and pro- 
pofcd a motion :^ — ^ That a Secret Committee of three, with the 
** Seqrctary, be appointed to determine the place where fuch 
Convention of Emergency fliall meet i that fuch place fball 
remain a fecret with them, and with the Secretary of this Con- 
vention ; and that each Delegate fliall, at the breaking up of 
the prefent Seflion, be entrufted with a fealed letter, containing 
the name of the place of meeting ; that this letter (hall be 
** delivered, unopentdi to his conflituents, the receipt of which 
** fhal! be acknowledged by a letter to the Secretary — prefervcd 
*^ in the fame ftate, until the period fliall arrive, af which it fiiall 
*# be deemed neccflkry fur the Delegates to fet off/' 

Thcfc rejhlutioniy and a dedar^ithn accompanying them, £oi 
which a blank was left In the minutes, and which were not to be 
jnferled till after the cad of their proceedings, were in the fol- 
Ipwing words; " Refolved, that the following declarations and 
** refolotions be Inferted at the end of gur minutes ;" '^ That this 
** Convention! confidering the calamitous confequences of any 
** a£t of the Legiflature, whiqh may tend to deprive the whole* 
^ or any part of phe people, of their undoubted light to meet^ 
** either by theiiifeljres, or by delegation, tp difcufs any matter re- 
•< iative to their common intereft, whether of % public or private 
" nature, and holding the fame to be totally inponfiftent with the 
^ iirft principles a|i4 fafety of fociety, and alfo fubverfive of our 
*f known and acknowledged Conftitutional Liberties, do hereby 
** declare, before God and the World i"—ft which, yoi^ recolk*^^ 
1$ the folemn manner \\\ whi£:h an oath is tajcen, in Scotland, by 
perfons of a parti ciflar defciiptfonr^'' that we l|iay follow the 
** wholefome example of formef times, by paying no reg^ird ta 
^ any ad which (hall militate ag^inft the Conftijiitioii of out: 
^ Country, and {hall continue to alFembie and conf^der of the 
ft means by which we can acpompUfh a f«aj reprefcntation 
T3 ««f 
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<^ oF the people, and annual ele£tion, until compdled to dcfift b^ 
" fuperior force." 

Gentlemen ! What is diis but a declaration, that they would 
refift force by force; that they would refift, unqueiftiomblyy 
inferior force; and that it Qiould be fuperior force only^ that 
fhould compel them to defifl: : — ^' And we do refolve, That Vat 
** firft notice given for the introduflion of a Convention Spl^or 
^^ any bill of a iimilar tendency to that paiTed in Irdand, in ixt 
<( laft fefSon of their Parliament, or any bill for the fufpenfion of 
<* the Habeas Corpus A£L** So that now they would have boeit 
in afbual rebellion, ks the bill iot the fufpenfion of die Habeas 
Corpus A£t, did pafs ;--«" or the aft for preventing wrongous 
<^ imprifoifment, and^againft undue delays in trials, in NorA 
^^ Britain; or in cafe of an invafion, or the admiffion of any 
^ foi-eigti troops whatfoever, into Great-Britain or Ireland ; all, 
^ or any of thefe x:alamitous circumflances, fliall be a fignal to 
** the feveral Delegates to repair to fuch place as the Snint 
** Oommittfie of this Convention fhall appoint." Throughout all 
their procisedings you find a Secret Committee^ There is no one 
df the proceedings (rf any of thefe Societies which you have had 
before yoir, in which you have not found a Secret C$mmittee\ 
Aiat is^ a ftW perfons, who keep fecret from the reft all thdf 
important pi-ckrecdings, and guide and dire6l the whole« Thtf 
Ibrnlation'Of <* Secret Committee being, neceflarily, the formatioil 
of ^ thing, Which they conceive would not bear the op<?n light of 
d&jF, and jJarticularily would not bear the eye of tiie exiftingf 
Giivermnent of the Country, bound to keep and fupport the 
pe^^-of the Country; — ^ and the firft feven members fliall ha\t| 
« power to declare the fittings permanent, and twenty-^one fliall 
" conftitute a Convention, and proceed to bufihefi.** 

What fe this but a declaration, that, if they were compelled by 
fliperiof force, to diffcontinUc their meetings at Edi^lburgh, wher^ 
ihfey wertf then fitting, they would not, therefore, ceafe to be ^ 
GoAventi6n of thepeo^c, but that they would repaiir immediately 
ttofuch place as the Secret Committee fhould Uf^nt; Aat thft' 
Hrfl feVen inembers, a^^ .flvKild meet srt fuch plSMre^ (hould have 
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povrei to declare the fitting permanent, iSiotild conftitute a Con-- 
vention immediately, and the monient they amounted to twenty- 
bne, they fliould proceed to bufinefs. If they had been compelled 
by fiiperior force, by the authority and power of the Government 
pf the Country, to defift from dieir meeting at Edinburgh, and 
had aflembled themfelves again, in anodier part of the Country^ 
what could that Affembly meet for, but for the purpofe of evading 
Bie elFeft of that fuperior force, wbi'ch might hive difperfed diern* 
at Edinburgh, and of a£ting in that place, at iVhich they (hould 
afterwards aflemble, with more effeft, becaujTe fupported with 
that degree of force which they might conceive fufficient to 
prote<a them againft the exifting conftituted Government of the 
Country. 

They Hkewife refolved, — ^^ That each Delegate, immediately 
*' on his return home, do convene his Conftituents, and explain 
" to them the neceffity of eleffing a Delegate or Delegates;"— 
which I conceive muft neceflarily mean fometiiing like the Coiv- 
ftitution of the French National Affembly, who have perfons to 
fill immediately, without any delay, the feats which beoxne 
vacant; — ^^ and of eftabliihing a fund, without delay, againft any 
** of thefe emergencies, for his or their expence, and that they do 
^ inftruft the faid Delegate or Delegates to hold themfelves 
♦* ready to depart at one hour*s warning." — Then they refolvedf 
Which flie^^s clearly what they meant by the other part of the 
tefolution, ♦* That the moment of any illegal difperfion of the 
** prefent Convention, Iball be confidered as a fummons to the 
♦* Delegates to repair to the place of meeting, appointed for the 
^ Convention of Emergency, by the Secret Committee, and 
^ that the Secret Committee be inftruded to proceed, without 
*' delay, to fix the place of meeting/* So that, without delay, 
&1S Secret Committee were immediately to proceed to fix upon 
fome place, at which this Aflembly of People were to meet, if they 
jBibuld be difperfed by the fuperior power pf Government jj and 
at which place, therefore, ^ey were necel&rjly to meetj^ in oppq- 
litton to the exifting Government of the Country, 

Now, Gentlemen, this was communicated moft completely to 
Mr. Hardy, by a letter, written to him by Mr. Margarot, on the 
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iitb of December, 1793 ; and Margaret ^xprefsly ftates, that tb{ 
^Conventton had declared itfelf permanent ; by which he muft hav^ 
meant, that the effea of this declaration was, as it obvioufly wa% 
to make the Convention a permanent Affembly, the decIaratioQ 
of permanency being one of the moft important parts of the pro- 
ceedings of the French National Convention, at the fame time it 
declared itfelf a National Convention. The means which it 
took for the purpofe, being that of deftroying, at leaft in die 
opinion of the people, all authoritative colleSion of revenue, 
whenever the Affeihbly fliQuld be difperfed, and authorifing the 
colleaion, fo long only as the Affembly fhould continue fitting. 
And, Gentlemen, you will recoUeft, in the hiftory of your own 
Country, the fame fort of permanency, under the authority of aij 
aft of Parliament, was the means by which the Parliament, in the 
reign of Charles the Firft, finally deftroyed the authority of da^ 
'Monarch. 

This le|tter of Margarot to Hafdy ha^ likewife a direft rc; 
ference to the appointment of the fitting of this Convention, by 
die Secret Committee, in fome other place, in cafe they fhould be 
difperfed. It ftates, that the Convention had declared itfelf per- 
manent ; by which it muft have adverted to this refolution, which 
you will fee is, in effe6l, a declaration of permanency j and it 
likewife fays, they are to fit in fome other part of the Countrji 
not yet declared, in cafe of their difperfion, which muft refef 
(I am quoting only from memory, for I have not the letter in 
my hand,) to that part of the refolutiops, by which it was madQ 
part of the inftrufti'ons to the Se<?ret Committee, without delay, 
to fix a place at wliich the Convention fhould meet, in cafe of itf 
difperfion, or under other circumftances, in which diey thought if 
proper that the Convention of Emergency fhould meet. 

Gentlemen, I beg pardon for fbtine this letter, I am told, 
that, by fome accident, it h^s not been given in evidence, there- 
fore you willlay that quite out of your confidcration. you will 
rccolleft, however, that, in purfuance of thefe refolutipns, .the 
Convention aftually did refufe to difperfe, until compelled by 9 
(iiperior force ; and this is proved by a letter of Margarot^ in 
vhich he flates> that Gerald and himfelf were puUed out of dvc 
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f^k ; and upon the crofs-examination of Rof^ by Mr* Erfkmo^ 
.the fame fa£^ was ftated; fo that they not only came to the 
^efolution, but they really aded upon it, to a certain degree* 
But the other parts of thefe refolutions, y/hen confidered with 
reference to the whole^ have very ei^traordinary confequences j 
for you will obferve t}iat this Convention was to q[ieet as a 
Convention of Emergency, at a fecret place, to be appointed 
by a Secret Committee, not only in cafe of its being compelled 
to defift from its proceedings, fitting at Edinburgh, by fuperioi: 
force, but alfo in fbme other cafes s particularly, as foon as an^ 
poticc fbould be given for ^he introduction of a Convention BilU 
As foon as any meafure fhould appear to be taken by the Go- 
vernment of the Country for the purpofe of difperfing their 
Meeting, wjiich they fhould think might be likely to have effect, 
they were tp aflemble in that fecret place to be appointed by the 
Comn>ittee of Emergency, removing themfelyes from Edinburgh, 
in which place they might not think they fliould be fo able to 
refift the powers of Government as \n fome more diftant place. 
This they extend alfg tp the fufpenfion of the Ifabeas Corpus 
A£l, and to the admiiHon of foreign troops; a report having 
been very induftrioufly circulated of an intentjop tp brjng over 
a great numl^er of foreign troops into this Country* 

But diey declare alfo, that l;his Convention ihall meet as a 
Convention of emergency in another event j that is, in cafe 
of invafion. I am fure I recollect the letter having been 
read whichi informed Hardy of the fecret refolutipns, bec^ufe I 
recollect that the words " in cafe of an invafion'* are omitted in 
that letter- But Margarot ftates in that letter that the Conven- 
tion has done that which he does not think it iafe to communis 
cate by letter; — ^" The Convention proceed with great fpirit; 
♦* we fit daily 5 and laft week we came to a refolution which 
f* we fancy will give pleafure to every friend to refonn. As 
I* die minutes are to be printed, we will at prefent only give 
<* you the heads of it; viz. — That fhould any attempt be made 
♦* by Government for the fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus Bill, 
^ the introduSion of a Convention Bill, or the landing of fo^ 
f rei^q troops ii) Great Britain or Ireland, the Delegates are . 

^immediately 



( 28i ) 

* hnmcdiatfcly to aflfemble in Conventftni at a certain plaoei 
« (the appointment of nlWiich is left with a Sfecret Cominittee)} 
^ that when fevtn t)elegatt^s fhall be dius aflembled Aey flal 

* declare themfelves permanent, and when their number amottell 
** to twenty-one they Ihall proceed to bufineife. 7%uSy y^ajii, 
** 'we are providing againjt what may happen." This is a 
fetter written to Mr. Hardy himfelf. " Thusy you fit^ fg>i «f» 
** providing againji what may happen^ Then the letter pn>- 
ceeds to ftate — " Letters convey but very imperfeAIy, ani 
^ tvith no great degree of fafety^ what we hiight wife to infiMtft 
•* each other of/' And in a fubfeqent letter of the 8th of D^ 
cember, ^7935 you will find he fays—** Not daring any lohgeli 
** to truft to the poft, we fend you all thefc papers In a paitd;'* 
what papers thefe were does not appeah " You will be ft 
*• good as to make us acquainted with their fafe arrival. Gc- 
" raid wifhes to get to London as foon as poffible ; he wit 
^ communicate that which cannot fo fully be exprefled by fettef, 
« You may confider this as a private ktter; but you nlay tai 
« fuch parts of it as you think proper to any Member rf die 

* Society, ei|)efcialiy Whene it may be produflrlve of good*" 
Then here are refcJutionfe come to which they ^e afraid (6 

enter on the minutes of their proceedings; which they are iSnA 
to conimtinicate entire in their correfpondeiice betwe^ii cacfa 
Dthfer ; i?^hich they leave, therefore, to be communicated by Wttnl 
«)f mouth by one of the parties prefent : and even the very 
letter, thus cautioufly written, is written to Mr» Hardy as § 
private lettery of which he might communicate fuch parts as be 
might think proper to iany Member of the Sodety, leaving to 
him the feleftion of the matter, and the parts he might fb com- 
tnunicate ; perhaps, according to the degree of fcrvor in flie 
public caufe he might conceive a particular member 16 hafe, 
and the particular confidence he might have in the difcretiori of 
that member ; and this is to be efpecially where it may be |WO» 
duftive of good ; fhewing mofl clearly by this that the pnfbner 
was the active means by which the whole of this cohlpinicy wai 
to be carried on ; the perfon with whom Margarot (who was 
then aSifig as lagent of the Society at Edinburgh) >^ to dor- 
+ reipon^ 



( ^^ J 

Hfyottif in whofe dircretioii he i^ras wholly to tonfide, ahd iit4i9 
was to commiinidite to die other Members fiich part only <tf 
4lii: eon$fpondei)ce-4nutilated as it iS) froin the fear x>f dahgeii 
that may attend a communicgMion by letter^>*«4o Gommilnicattt 
ftkh. pgurts of it only as he thought proper. 
. Geatlemen, I ftated diat it was my intendon to advert td 
Ibat part of ihe minutes which followed die blank where thefe 
ill^olutions ought to havt been entered, if diey had been entered 
Icooixitng to the daily and idie ordinary courfe of dieir prbcecd«« 
lags. After ftatihg the folemn manner in which thefe rcfoludons 
were pafled — the very (blemnity with which they were pafied 
ftewing the importance which diofe perfons attached to theniy 
aod'the omiffion of the word invajion in the communifcldon ftiU 
inore ftrongly (hewing the importance vriiich diey attached to 
diat particular word---^ Cidzen Margarot read and pn^>ofed 

* the following motion—*' That a Secret Gomrhittee of diree 

* with the Secretary be appointed to determine die placb when; 
« fuch Convention of emergency fliall meet ; diiat fuch place 
^ (hall remain a fecret widi them and with the Secretary of ^h 
^ Convention; and that each Delegate (hall, at die breaking up 
^ #f die prefent Seffibn, be entrufted with a Tealed loiter tson- 

* taining the name of the place of meeting — that diis letter 
« fliall be delivered unopened to his conftituents, the receipt of 
^ which (hall be acknowledged by a letter to the Sccretary-w 
^ preferved in die fame ftate until! the period fliall arrive at 
« iffdiicfa it fliall be deemed neoeflary for die Delegates tofet 
^ off"- -So that the place of meeting of diis Convention was 
not only to be determined upon by a Secret Committee of three 
(a very finall number), but they alfo refolved diat it fliould 
remain iecret with diem and the Secretary; and that at the 
breaking up of the then prefent Seffion (if during die Seffion 
it ihould be neceflary to makeufe of this Committee of Emcr^ 
gency at a fecret place) eadi Member fliould carry with bin% 
in a fealed letter, the name of die place of meeting ; diat diii 
flKmld be delivered unopened to his Conftituents ; diat the re-^ 
ceipt fliould be acknowledged by a letter to die Secretary; and 
^i^it the fealed letter Iheuid renuun ip,die iame ftate* till die 
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period (hcrtiM arrive at which it iBouId be deemed nec^diry fir 
the Delegates to kt off. So it was not to be known td aitjr 
oiie Member of the Society, except the Secnjt Committiee i»l 
their Secretary, where that place was to be* 

Now, Gentjemen, have fuch proceedings as rfiefe the Icaff 
femtdafice of a defign to petition Parliament only for the pui- 
pofe of parliamentary Reform? It is utterly abfurd to gb« 
znj orcdit to fuch a fuggeftion, And^ Gentlemeii, you will 
likewife jecoIleA that my learned friend, Mr« Gibbs, admitted 
that if you could not give his couftru^tion to their proceediii|% 
you mcift necciJarily give the coiiftruclion which we put upqzi 
them^-chat if you could not take the colour he gave you j if 
you could not perfuade yourfelves that the ody obje^^ of tlu( 
meeting noas quietly and peaceably to prepaie petitions to ihc 
Parlianwnt, praying that that Reform in the election of repec- 
lentatives might be carried into o^ecutbn which they pfet&nded 
they had propofcd upon the wild plan, as I venture to Call it, of 
the Puke of Richmofid, or any other fpetiftc pbn they migh^ 
think proper to adopt j if the objefi of their meeting was iuy 
thing beyond that, it was impoOible for him to juftify it, tho^glt 
lie ihould not admit it to receive all the attributes wfaidiii^ 
have given it. 

The minutes of this day*s fitting refer to a procecdtjig 
vhichj I think, diftinSly had in view that which afterwards 
appears in other parts of the proceedingB— the fup porting a 
Convention by force* It is idle to fay that a Convention of 
this kind could have any cffcft whatever unlets fupported by 
force ; and therefore it is not nt^effary to fhew you that any 
proceedings had taken place for the purpofe ; for wheii it is of 
neceflity that in order to carry the thing into execution it fliouW 
be fupported by force, it is not neccflary to ftiew you that pro* 
ceedings had been had for the purpofe of creating tliat force* 
If perfons form a plan (fuch as was fabricated for the Bifhc^of 
Rocbeftcr and feveral perfons of high rank) to bring in the 
Pretender- — If that had been a real paper figned with the natnes 
©f thofe perfons who it was fuppo&d had figntd it (it turned eut 
t0 bf a wicked contrivance of two vill^noos meti) | bat if k 

had 
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lad beeft a real paper, it would have beeii an zSt of Htg6 
Treafoii} though they had procured no force. But the moment 
diey put their hands to diat paper^ which demonftrated thdr 
intention to confpire to overturn the Government of the Coun^ 
try; demonftrating that intenticm by an overt a£i, namely, the 
putting their hands to diat paper; the crime of High Treafon 
was complete, though they could not poffibly have carried it 
into cSc£t But by raifmg an armed force, and notwithftanding 
they had taken no fteps to raifing that armed force. But here 
you have feveral traits of the tendency of this Society to raifit 
ah armed force, even in the proceedings of this Convention. 
They refolved — '^ That a fund ihould be raifed by fubfcriptioa 

* for defraying the expence of fmall patriotic publications to be 
^ diftributed in the Highlands ; that every publication (hould 
^ bear die figure of a Highland-man in full dre(s, with target 
^ and broad fword to attrad the attention of Highland-men : 

* no publication to cofl more than half a penny.'' For vrtiat 
{nirpofe could fuch publications poffibly be difbibuted, but to 
excite the people in the Highlands to arm themfdves ? — What 
has die iigure of a Highlander in full drefs, with target and 
bmad fword, to do widx a quiet, peaceable petition to reform 
Parliament i It has no connexion with it in the world. It has 
a dear connedlion with a Convention which was intended to be 
fuppOrted by force of amis; but has no poiliUe conne£tioa 
whatever widi that which my learned friend fays was the objeft 
of this Convention, namely, fimply and only petitioning Parli- 
ament. . 

They propofe, alfo, to appoint a Committee of Obfervation 
in London, for the purpofe of obferving what was done there. 
What pafTed upon that occafion ? Margarot fays — " That there 
^ was no occafion for a Committee of that nature in London, 
^ as there were feveral thouiand people in that city upon the 
" look-out. It was accordingly agreed, that the Committet 
" (hould requeft the London Committee of Correfpondence to 
** give the earlieft intelligence of what pafTed in Parliament.'/ 

Gentlemen, you will recolle£t that the Committee fo referred 
to, was the Secret Committee of the London Correfponding 



Society; which Secret Committee was by diis rcfolutioil cfl|| 
verted into a Committee of Obfervatlon for the Britilh Con- 
vention, for the purpofe of giving infornmtion of every ddiig 
which fhould pafs in Parliament, and in London^ upon diil 
fubje£t. That dearly (hews the comieflion and dependange «f 
this very Convention upon the London Correfpondiug Smttfp 
in the hands of its leaders | videlicet, the Secret Cooioiillee^ 
^nd thofe who directed that Secret Committee; which OmM 
that the whole was reallyj and in effeft, the operation of thotr 
Societies in London i and that the proceedbgs at Kdinimfgii 
were the proceedings of perfons who were oidy acting as ifae 
puppets of thofe in London. 

You will recolleft the manner In which the Highlanders wcft 
to be enlightened — by reprelentations to them of their lituadoi^ 
^gravated and &Ife in the htgheft degree. You will liJtDevift 
rccolleiS, that throughout the proceedings of this Convention 
they were attempting to eftablifh, by motions, refoliidQiis, wJ 
io on, every thing that was ncceflkry to be eftabliOied for tlie 
purpofe of a Convention a£lually meeting as a Cofsv^adoQ nf 
the people, upon the principles upon which we have provti 
they intended to z& — that they were preparing to publiih the 
(natural, unalienable, and impreCcriptible rights of man, and tfaaf 
a Committee was appointed for that purpofe. To fbew that 
application to Parliament was not within the confi deration rf 
any of thofe who were at leaft the leadin^^embeirs in this but 
mefs, or indeed the n^jortty of the members of the Convtntiaii^ 
a motion for drawing out a fcroll of a petition to Parliameni WB 
read on the j^gth of November, 1793, the tenth day's &mng% 
iuid the ordec of the day was moved upon It. Now this h i 
meeting which my learned friends would attempt to perfti^ 
you was folely for the purpofe of petitioning Parliamem, and 
cine of the hrft things they do is, to move the order of th^ ogf 
upon a motion for petitioning Parliament. ^ 

You recollect. Gentlemen, the manner in which diey tretfid 
diftindtions of rank in the cafe of Lord Daer— in the ufe rf 
the word Gmtkman — the infipidity of the term Gentleman, aoJ 
the propriety of the term Citi^su-^oxul a tbou&nd other cir- 
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^ Ufflft a a r e Sy which (hew throughout the principlet which ^ 
members of this Convention meant to adopt) and to carry into 
fffefi as £ur as they could. You will recollefi what Mr. Skir- 
iriag iaid in the courfe of the proceedings. Upon a motion that 
was naade^ infifted *^ that it was proper on all occafions to 
^ take the opinion of the primary Societies, and he confidered 
U ttg amv4ntion aj mly a G^mmitiet $f the Petpk.** So that 

.Mr* Skirving, in the very proceedings of this Convention, was 
iifiiiig upon the grand prmciples of all thoTe rights of manr-^ 
dmt every form of Government to be eftabliihed among than 
was to be coniidered only as a Committee of the PeopUy and that 
the fenfe of the people was to be taken upon all occafions. 
FriBciples which the French National AiTemblies have conftantly 

-j^mod it impoffible to carry into execution; and you muft par«« 
#cularly recoUe£i that diey refufed to carry them into execution 
upon the moft important fubje^ which could come before than, 
qfVBely, the death of their King. For when fome of the leading 

'members — fome of the moft enlightened—* probably with a view* 
of £iying the King, wifhed to refer the confideration of that 
qjbieftion to the primary Ailemblies in different parts of the 
Coimtry, it was negatived, on the ground of the impoilibility 
cC carrying it into real and effectual execution ; and becaufe, if 
i( could have been carried effectually into execution, it muii: 
faavs' tended to deftroy the Convention itfelf. 

Gentlemen, you will recoiled): likewife, in the courfe of the 
ddiate \iriuch took place upon what they termed the unprecQ- 
. dented infringement of the. liberty of the prefs, and the arbitrary 
ftntence of Judge Wilfon againft Mr. Holt-— *— Mr. Juftice 
Wilfim being a man whom all thofe who are of die iame pro- 
ftffioa muft remember with deep regret and concern, and muft 
acknowledge that he wa^sone of the worthieft and the moft upright 
men that ever graced the bench— -—Gentlemen, in taking notice 
of diefe things, which they confider as abufes, Mr. Margarot 
obfinrves — ^ It is unnecefikry to attempt to lop off the branches 
^. iffhile we are endeavouring t o ■ " and there is a blank. 
««£»leaxQuring; to what \ How can you. fill up that blank ?-<• 
^ It is unneceilary to attempt to lop off the bnnchea while we. 



f 288 ) 

■* are endeavouring^ to cut down the tree.*' Yoii canncit fiB i^. 
die blank in any other way. 

Gentlemen, I might go through the whole of fhe miiiutes of 
the proceedings of this Convention ; there afe feveral oAcr 
paffages which equally liiferit attention ; artd it is evident itd 
throughout the whole of their proceedings they contemplated Ae 
idea of afting by force of their Own authority, fuppdrted by 
tiie force of fo many of the people at large as they could pic^ 
rail upon t6 fuftain their meafures ; that they Ibc^ed to' the at* 
tainment of their objeAs by thofe means) and probably alio by 
the ai&ftance of that foreign power which the two Societies id 
London, the Conftitutional Society and the London Corrrf- 
ponding Society, had, in the latter end of the year 179a, cleiriy 
invoked — by means, probably, of the afliftarice of that power^ 
for you cannot give any odier interpretation to the words •* in 
^ the cafe of an invafion.** They clearly looked to the attain-^ 
ment of their ends either by their own force alone, or by tbsaf 
force ainfted by fuch foreign force. 

This Convention being difperfed by the fuperior force of tte 
conftitutcd Government, after that refiftance which the members 
of the Convention thought proper to give, and which neceflarily 
was only a formal refiftance, becaufe diey had not prepared 
meafures for any more effedual refiftance — what was done?— A 
meeting upon this was held, and a variety of proceedings took 
place, in London, all tending to affemble another Convention, 
exprefsly declaring, that in confequence of the difperfion of the 
Britifh Convention, they were determined to affemble another. 
For their proceedings had not arrived at that ripenefs which could 
enable them to carry into execution^ the plan of that Conven- 
tion of Emergency, which they had fuggefted in he minutes of 
the Convention in Scotland, becaufe that could not have been 
completely carried into effeft with refpeft to England, unkfi 
they had had a greater proportion of Delegates from England, than 
they aflually had. Finding that imprafticable, they turned their 
minds to the affembling another Britifh Convention in England, 
atid they openly avowed their intention of affembling that Con- 
vention in England* 

. ' Gentlemeni 
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XjretiAfltAttij tfie firft proceedings Which feem to have been 
Hiriaiy taken for that piirpofe were the refolutions of the Con- 
ftutional Society, oh the 17th of January, 1794; but previous 
ID riiat time a letter vv^as written by the prifoner, on the loth of 
January, to Mu Adams, the Secretary of the Conftitutional 
Society, merely informing him of die anniverfary dinner of the 
^ondon Correfponding Society, intended on the 20th of January, 
t7$4. I mention that circumftance, becaufe it drevyr both the 
Societies together in the tranfadlions of that day. There was no 
tcsLfofi for giving the Conftitutional Society any notice of that 
anniverfary dinner, unlefs* for the purpofe of enabling them to 
irttend it if they thought proper. 

Gentlemen, I fliould have reminded you, that in the mean 
timfe Mr. Margarot bad communicated to Mr. Hardy the clrcum- 
feihces which had paflid at the difperfion of the Britilh Conven- 
doh, and had excited hiqi by all means to take fome fpirited re- 
feives upon the fubjedl— Mr. Hardy in his anfwer to Mar- 
garot, (Continued to reprefcnt that the Society would aft as Mar- 
jg^ot defired them to do; and he writes to the Secretary of the 
Society at Norwich, this letter, on the ilth of January, 1794 — 
•* Fellow Citizen. I have juft received a letter from Citizen 
.^ Margarot, at Edinbilrgh, with fome of the Edinburgh Ga- 
^ zetteers," (you obferve this is a day after the letter he wrote 
to Adams, informing him of the anniverfary dinner, of the 20th 
of January) *' where you will fee that Citizen Skirving is found 
** guilty, and fentenced for fourteen years tranfportation to Botany 
^ Bay. Margarot's trial comes on next. He meets it with great 
^ firmhefs and refolutiori. I have no time to make comments on 
^ the proceedings ; but I think our opponents are cutting their own 
**" throats as faft as they can. Now is the time for us to do fome- 

* thing worthy of men." Why was it the time for them to do 
.fcnething worthy of men?—" The brave defenders of liberty, 

^ South of the Englifh Channel, are performing wonders; driv- 

* ing their enemies before them, like chaff bejfbre the whirl- 
^ wind.'* 

What was in the mind of Mr. Hardy when he wrote that letter ? 

What could be in his mind, but that perfuafion which we fee 
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generally diffufed throughout all their proceedings, thfttthe fuccefi 
of the French Republic, was intimately conneded with the mxcft 
of their own fchemes ; that they were all embarked in one commoa 
caufe — that their hope and reliance was not upon a majority dTtfc 
people of this Country — for I think even the report of the Com- 
mittee of Conftitution (hews, that they had no hope of obtaining 
that majority, but that they did hope they fhould obtain fo large i 
party, that, with the fuccefs of the French Republic, they fl^ulil 
be able finally to accompliih their objed — at leaft they dKnight 
that that was the time to ftrike. " Now is the time for us to do 
" fomething worthy of men — the brave defenders of li&ertv 
<^ South of the Englifh Channel, are performing wonders; driviog 
^ their enemies before them, like chaff before the whirlwind." 
The letter proceeds, *' The London Correfponding Society is to 
^ have a general meeting, and an anniverfary dinner, on Monday 
** the 20th inftant, at the Globe Tavern, Strand.*' Adverting^ 
you fee, in this very letter to that intended meeting, on die 20d^ 
of January; a meeting upon which my learned friends have not 
dared to fay one fmgle word — adverting to that meeting, as idie 
time when it might reafonably be fuppofed, that fomething would 
be done in confequence of what was mentioned in the former patt 
of this letter. 

There is one paffage in this letter, trifling as it may appear, 
which I cannot avoid obferving upon ; becaufe it is a paflagc 
which, give me leave to fay, a little contradifts that charafier 
which has been given of the prifoner, *' I have fent )rou fbme of 
•* Margarot's and Skirving's indiftment, with two copies ofi 
** pamphlet on brewing — the author is a member of our Society— 
** If you approve of it, you may put it in praflice. It will be | 
** great faving to many families— ^7^ a diminution of the n* | J 
" venue — for every one brewing their own beer, pay no duty fir |^ 
" it." So that, you fee, the prifoner had in his contemplatioi^ J *^ 
a diminution of the revenue of the Country, as an objefl wUdk l^ 
he thought proper to recommend to the perfon to whom he wroK I ^' 
at Norwich; not fimply for the purpofe of faving money to I ^^ 
&milies, but as it would afFe£l the revenue of the Country, an* ^ 
II)erefore, as he conceived, afFedl thofe perfons whom hccofr ^ 
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. fidextd as his enemies, the conftituted Government of theCoilntry> 
It Is a trifling circumftance, but trifling circumftances like thefe, 
whicfa are the natural overflowing of a man's mind, fhew the 
temper of that mind more than what he writes when he is under 
fixne.degree of reftramt. 

Gentlemen, I fhall next notice to you, ibme refolutions 

of the Society for Conftitutional Information, on the 17 tb 

cf January, 1794, upon which, as I recoiled, no ob&rvation 

lias been made by either of the learned Counfel, and which 

. 'DO member of the Conftitutional Society has been called to 

^ tq>Iain. * 

-, ** Refolved, that law ceafes to be an obje£l: of obedience^ 

■ : . * ndienever it becomes an inftrument of oppreffion*" 

J^]..^ Refolved, that we recall toYnind with the deepeft iatisfa£^ioii, 

1 ^ the merited £ite of the in£unous Jefferies, once LfOrd Chief 

. ' ^ Juftice of England, who at the era of the* glorious Revolution, 

; ^ for the many iniquitous fentences which he had pafled, was 

*i ^ torn to pieces, by a brave, and injured people.** 

■ ^ Refolved, that thole who imitate his example, deferve his 
^^ « fete.** 

. Gentlemen, when thefe refolutions are confidered with re- 

; Cbrence to that which follows, what is the meaning of them, but 

-; an incitement to the people of Scotland, (for you fee it has re- 

- ^brence to thofe cafes in Scotland) to follow the example of the 

^ peribns who are reprefented as having torn to pieces the infamous 

^ Jefferies^ 

f ; . ** Refolved, that the Tweed, though it may divide Countries, 
^f • ought not, and does not, make a feparation between thofe 
^ ". principles of common feverity, in which Englifhmen, and 

* Scotchmen, are equally interefted; that injuftice in Scotland, 

* is iiijuftice in England; and that the fafety of Englifhmen is 
|,e2)dangered whenever their brethren of Scotland, for aconduS: 

* which entitles them to the approbation of all wj/i, and thefupn 
J-portof allirtfv^ men, are fentenced to Botany Bay; a pimifh- 
■ ment hitherto inflifted only on felons.'* 

Here they refolve, that the condud: of thofe perfons in Scot- 
bxid, was not only not blameable, but a condud which intitled 
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4im to tie apprbfeiHat of all tvijfty and Ae fopp6rf ©faH ihm 
men. The cjfrfthct, *wy>^ 'w jrtrctty ftriking^ A pefl6ea1>te tsiA 
tenftihitfohal fiippoltdf a rtiahy d<»i not reqirire ihudi bra^; 
tot a ftfj)port by for citjy majf^ rctpfire bravery— -wlrttt therfefcrt fte 
approbation of all wi/cy and the firpport of aJI ifa%rt iiUfthi it 
tdlled for, one may cafily gudS trihat it is that the pcrfons who en- 
ter into thofe refoTutions meaner TKey add/ 
' « Refol^ed^ that we fee with regret, but fee Wr^ut fcar, Oak 
•* the period is faff approachmgy when the Bbertics of Britons 

• mirftdependy rtot upon reafon,- to which they -have tengajH 

* pealed, nor on their powers of expreffing it,? but on didr 
^ firm^ UnA tmdaunted refolution to oppofe tyntniqr, by 
^< the fame means by Which it is e^tferctfed." What is Aat 
but an explicit dechratiohi, Aat die time was fkft' approadH 
iig, when they cowreived, tSat it wmdd be nedrffiiry t* 
t*ert fWce ? Whether accoring to their idtosy forcfe had be- 
come nedcflary or ncfty you cannot' determkie-f It never Can be 
an objeft of determination for a Jury^ or for any Court of Juftic^ 
Wfietibertfe fiibjeflfe of a Government^ aere enritfcd to' rife in re 
bellion againft that Governmenty in confequence of any^condufi 
6f that Government. It is a qi^ftiony which whenever it dort 
arifey can be decided only by the fword.- It never cart eome inW 
difcirifioft ill a Court of Jufticc.- Therefore if the cbndud of 
the iGoVernmfent ef the .Cotimtry has been evef i&oppreftve, » 
Court of Juftice cannot permit itfelf to difcufi,. whether that 6c- 
cafion has arifen, which amoimts to thie diflblution of aH Govern* 
mcnty and when Aercfore it can itfelf hive no authority to 
aft— This rbfi^utioh foUow^y 

^ Refblved^ that we approve of the conAiift rf fte Britilfc 
^ Conventiony who? though affailed by forccy have not bcw 
•* anfivered by argament^ and who uiJike the membfers of a cer- 
^ tain afTcm^Iy, have no intereft dtftrndfc from the common hcif 
^ of the people/' 

A Refolutiony. which not o^ly adopts all the proeeedif^ of 
ftat Convention, and all their conduft, but pardccdiasff la' 
dfftinflily adopts diat part of their condlrfty in which icy dbdkrot 
IBiemfdvts- ior Gonvtntion tf tht peophy and declared that A^ 
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flCieaQt1>j that.decl»ratIoii| that they we;r9 reprafeij^tives of tha 
o^mmou body of the people;. 

The hft reiolutloii is, ^^ That; a i(opy o^" the a^ve fcioIutioAS 
<f be tranAxiitted to Ciu;^n Wijli^m Sl^rvuigj Secretary Ut thi 
U Brltijh Convef^ion^ wh^ i^ oow m^rU^di iMM^r iCo}aur 
^ of}aw^ in the Toljboqdi of £dii»burgh." 
. Gentlemen, this led to |ihe pro(:eqdiDg8 of th&ZOth.of Januar/f 
^794, at the Globe Tavern^ ^ thefe pr^ceedii^gs are ex-r 
ixeDEiely ftrong— ryou f ecoUecSt thaj^ tfaefe proEceedings s^pe^u: ta 
baye bee;i wholly a concerted biAiinefsi that ^y were nothing 
like the a£l$ of die pe^fons who met thare^ but thaf: they wers' 
proceedings previoufly determined upon^ Mr. Thelwall) ^ms 
^,.}iave had a. principal- hand in preparing the acccyimt of the pv<H ; 
oee^ings, which was printed and diftributed^ and he delivered. i;t; 
tf^ Davidfon the printer, to be prinfied, on die ^Sdipf Janaary<~<» 
Q«tlemen, this account of the proosedings^ begins ^i^s, ^ At 
^ .a general meting of the Loifdon- C^rrefpondiiig S^eiet^ t^ld* 
>f ,^ the Globe T^yerp, ii^ the 3^^^ on Mon^ay^ ffaQ M^ 
^ day of Januarys 1794, Citizen John Martin if) ikQ fih^ir.* 
^ The fo}lQWii>g addrqfs tq the people qf Qn^a,! Srit^ an4» 
^ Ireland, was read and agreed to/' So that you fee, Gentle^^^ 
ffaen, t;hey here d^termij^d to procee4 wi(h a iiort of caution^ 
vrhich had not been obferved if> the prih^eedifigs of the Conv^ny 
tion at EdLaburgh, in preparjiog tbe mixldS:of the people^ by w 
jprevious addrefs, for the meeting of an afiambl]P» whioh fhouli^ 
^ume the character of a Convention Qf ^ People^ This yoi^ 
^ill recolleiSi was an idea which clearly had o(:curred to fooie per- 
sons who were poncerned in the cof^fpir^cy, partif jOiarly Iq Mft 
yorkei and which be cqnxmifnica^ ii) conyer&^ions wbi^ haV« 
l^n ftated to you ij} eyidenc^^ 

This Ad4re{SS| fpe^king of ttie .^iffes which ^e fuppo&d t^ 
cadft ii> the Britifb Governments and fpe^JAg of (he laws of tho 
Country, (ay^-^ We ^^ every day told, by thqfe periiuis who 
«f^are interefted ii> fupp^il»g {be Corruption Liit» sifyi sin iai 
H numerable bs^^ of iinecure flaceqiien^ that th4 Confti^utton of 
^England ia the perfef^ion of hwun wifib^s that wr laws 
m (we iboi44' father %« thir i0u;s} fiu.ih$ per^jftim of 
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^ juflice f ^— and then they proceed to fpeak of the Admimftni* 
tion of the Country-*-They then ftate a number of proceedings, 
which they think proper to find foult with — The Conv^ntiott 
Bil! in Ireland — the proceedings in Scotland™and they add— 
*' In Scotland, the wicked hand of Power has been impudemly 
*' exerted, without even the wretched formality of an A£l rf 
** Pajrliamcnt," — ^having before adverted to the A61 of Par* 
Imment which had been paffcd in Ireland-— <* Magiftrates have 
** forcibly intruded into the peaceful and lawful meetings of free- 
** men, and, by force (not only without law, but agamft law) 
*' have, under colour of magifterial office, interrupted their ck- 
** liberatioi^ and prevented their aflbciation :" — A daclaratioa 
that they conceived die difpcrfion of that Convention at Edin- 
burgh was an illegal a<£l — Then they add—'* The ivifdom mi 
" good condu£l of the Britifc Convention at Edinburgh, has 
** been fuch as to defy their bittereft enemies to name the kw 
** which they have broken j notwithftanding which, their papm 
<* have been feiz^eds and made ufe of as evidence againft tbem ( 
and many virtuous and meritorious individuals have been^ as 
cruelly as unjuftly, for thdr virtuous a£iioosj difgraced anj 
deftroyed, by infamous and iUegai fentences of tranfportatioii; 
and thcfc unjuil: and wicked judgments have been executed 
with a rancour and malignity never before known in this land, 
** Our refpeftable and beloved fellow Citizens have bee '■ 
^ fettered into dungeons^ amongft felons, in the hulks to 
*^ they were not fentenced/' 

* Gentlemen, what are thofe urrtuous a^i of this Brltilh Con- 
vention ?^ — When we read their proceed ingSj is not the whole 
#f their condu^ a tiflTue of confpiracy^ — of fedition — of treafcm 

and rebellion again ft the Government of the Country ? And 

yet ihifg are the aSfUns which the London Correfpondlng Society 
ihink proper to call vtrimui a£ikPs^'VAr\z\\ the Society fis^ 
Conltitutional Informauon defcribes as that which entitled lh^| 
10 the ^fprohaikn ^f a}l Wife^ ^nd tkeff4fpsrt ofaU brovr^ men^^ 
l^erfons who fo declare themfelves wtth refpedl to the proccedii1^| 
k©f fuch an affembly as the Bririfh Convention aflemblcd at Kd«| 
byrghj declare themfelve? adverfe to tU Govermncm j mimif 
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to the exifting Government, but, it fecms to me, to all Govern- 
ment If individuals may fo aft with impunity, it is impoiSble 
for any Government to exift. 

They then proceed — " Citizens, we all approve the fentiments, 
<* and are daily repeating the words, for which our refpeflable 
** and valuable brethren are thus unjuftly fufFering. — We, too, 

* aflbciate, in order to obtain a fair, free, and full Reprefenta- 
*' tion of the People." — Where ? In the Houfe of Commons ?— 
No — ^* in a houfe of real national reprefentatives :" — Here is 
an cxprefs declaration, that they do not mean a Reform in the 
Houfe of Commons : it is a declaration, that they aflbciate in 
order to obtain a fairy free and full Reprefentation of the People 
in U houfe of real national reprefentatives, ^-WYiy do they declare 
das now ? — Why ! becaufe they find that now was the time or 
mver^ as Mn Hardy exprefled it in his letter, for them to dofome^ 
tiling worthy ofmen^ when the French were driving their enemies 
h^9fi themj like chaff before the whirlwind.— T!1:\cy proceed— "Are 
«* we alfo willing to be treated as felons, for claiming this^ our in^ 

* berent rights which we are determined never to forego, but with 
^ our lives, and which none but thieves and traitors can wifli to 
** withhold from us.**— Gendemen, thefe inherent rights they 
declare, in their Committee of Conftitution, to be, the right of 
every Citizen, not only to a Ihare in the Le^ijlative^ but in th^ 
Executive Government of the Country. That right could only 
be exercifed by the creation of a reprefcntative Government ; and 
here they declare, they " aflbciate in order to obtain a fair, free 

* and fiill reprefentation of the people, in a houfe of real national 

* reprefentatives j . and " that they confidered that as their /«- 
« bereni rights which they were determined never to forego, but 
•* with their lives." 

Gentlemen, this is Ae deareft and die moft deciflve de-* 
daration of the intentions of thefe men, when combined with 
all that is before ftated, and may explain any thing which is am<T 
biguous in it, if any thing is ambiguous. It really appears t9 
m^ diat there is nothing ambiguous in this paper. What is it 
kdt declaring, that they had ajfociated — diat is, that they had 
rM^rrr^— in order to obtp'n afair^free and full reprefentation 
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tf the people^ in a houfe of real Hational reprefeHtativ^Sy and In 
fuel) a houfe only ; and that th?y claimed this as an inherent 
rights which they were determined never to forego, but with the 
hazard of their lives. When they fay, they are determined m^ter 
to forego that right, but with their lives, it amounts to the ianoe 
thing as laying, that they were determined to affert ity at the 

hazard of their lives. Gentlcme^;i, what conftrudtion can be 

put upon this paper, but that it is the moft dire£k incitement, 
that^ can poi&bly be conceived, to all the members of their Society, 
/» ufe force — and indeed to all the perfons to whom this letter 
was addreffled— the People of Great Britain and Ireland ? 

They proceed — ^ Can you believe,^ that thofe who fcnt vir- 
" tuous Irifhmen and Scotchmen, fettered with felons, to Botany 
** Bay, do not meditate, and will not attempt, to feia^e the firft 
*' moment to fend us after them j or, if we had not juft caufe to 
" apprehend the fame inhuman treatment — if, inftead of the 
" moft imminent danger, we were in perfecft iafety from it,ihouId 
" we not difdain to enjoy any liberty or privilege whatever^ in 
*' which our honeft Irifh and Scotch brethren did not equally and 
*^ as fully participate with u?. Their caufe, then, and our^s, is 
•' the fame ; and it is both our duty and our intereft to ftand or 
« fall together. The Irifh Parliament, and the Scotch Judges, 
" aftuated by the fame Englifli influence, have brought us direSlj 
" to the point. There is no farther Jiep beyond that which thif 

" have taken. We are at issue." What is the meaning 

ejir thefe words, " We are at issue ?'* We arc come todw 
point in which we muft repel force by force — There can be no 
other meaning given to thefe words — " We muft now choofc at 
« once, either liberty or flavery, for ourfelves and our pofterity.- 
*« Will you wait till barracks arc eredled in every village, and till 
" fubfidizec) Heflians and Hanoverians are upon us." . ■ . I n the 
very moment that they flander the Government pf the Country 
by thofe e^^preffions, they clearly declare their meaning : — They 
aflert that the Government of the Country has in contemplation 
to opprefs them by force, and that the Qpycrnment ^ tfc 
Country having formed that intention to opprefs them by Ibrcci 
t)jcy are determined alfo to ufe force—** There is 410 iiuther flep 
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*^ heyood daat which they have tsjcen — .We are at iflue — ^Wc^ 
** muft now choofe at once, ^itha; liberty pr flavery, for ourfelves. 
** and our pofter^ty." — And tl;iey declare that they would not 
wait till the Government ihould.take more efteftual fteps for thi; 
purpofe of reftraining them. 

They add, " You may afk, perhaps, by, whgt means Jhall wt 
** fetk redrefs f * ' ■ Here, you will obfej^ve, Gentlemen, the 
feme idea is re-echoed back, in different words, in a variety of, 
publications, originating all from that addref& of the 6th of 
Jluguft, 1792, and which ftiews^ that the leading men in tlK^e 
proceedings had the lame thing in view, at leaft from that pc- 
rioi ■ " You mayaflc, perhaps, by what means Jhall we feei 
** redrefs ?-»-- -We anfwer, that men in a ftate of civilized focietj, 
" are bound ta feek redrefs of their grievances from the laws^ 
*' as long as any redrefe can be obtained by the laws j but our. 
** common Matter, whom we ferve (whole law is a law of 
^ liberty, and whofe fervice is perfeft freedopi) has taught us not 
*' to.exped to gather grapes from thorns, nor .figs from thiftles — 
•* We must have redress from our own laws, anid 
^ not fi^om the laws of our plunderers, els'emles^ 

^ AND oppressors/' 

Tranflate this into plain words, conveying a plain meaning — 

What is it but this You alk by what means ihall vre feek rc- 

dr^fe ? — We anfwer, that men in a ftate of civilized fociety, art 
l^Qi^nd to f^ek redfefs for grievances by law, as long as any redrefe 
can be obtained by law j but, when all laws are violated, thca 
that compaft by which civilized fociety is kept together, i& 
di/Iblved, and we have a right, to a£l for ourfelves — That is the. 

dear interpretation of the firft p^rt ^They ^dd, « But how 

** can we expcft to gather grapes frpm thorns,. or figs fron^ 

•^ thiftles.*' What do they mean by thorns and thiftles ? Why 

the King and the Parliamentr— They affert that they could not 
CXP^<^ ^y redrefs from them, or at leaft from the Parliament^ 
l^ecaufe they could«not expeft to gather grapes from thorns, nor 
figs from thiftles. — " We muft have redrefs, therefore," they fay, 
«f from our own laws^ and not from the laws of our plunderers^ 

^ ^n^mhs^ ofld. opfrejforsi'' »-\ybat does this mean, but that 

thc^ 



tfrey muft have rcdrefe from a Convention of the People ; for dii» 
is an addrcfe fo the People. — ** TFcy* diercfore, muft mean « the 
* people^ and ** our 9wn lawsy* muft mean " the laws of the 
" peopled* — We, the people^ muft have redrefe from our own 
hwsy and not from the laws of our plunderers, enemies and 
c^preflbrs— charaaerizing, by diofe terms, the conftituted au« 

Aorities of the Country. And they add, ** There is no redrefs 

^ for a Nation eircumjtanced as we arey hut in a fair y free and 
« fall reprefentation of the people.** 

Gentlemen, tfaefe are dedarations dear and plain. My learned 
friend called iipon us to (hew dear and plain dedarations. Can 
any thing be more dear and more plain ? Here is no caution 
ufed — they had now determined to lay afide all caution— and you 
will obferve, that my learr^ed friends did not attempt to (ay one 
fingle word in explaijation of any part of this tran(a£lion. — The 
feir, the free, and frill reprefentation of the people^ which Acy 
de(ci'ibe, has been fo over and over again explained, in their 
own publications, and in their reiblutions and addreftes; iii 
the report of their Committee of Conftitution, and elfewfaere} 
tfxat it is utterly unneceflary for me to go over that ground ag^ny 
but merely to obferve, that, by a fair, free and fiilf reprefentation 
of the people, they dearly and unqueftionably mean, on all 
occafions, a perfe<5t reprefentation of the people, as they fome- 
flmes ftyte it; namely, a reprefentation of the people, in an 
aflembly which fhould aA as a National Convention, like the 
National Convention of France, by means of which, every 
Citrren (hould have the right of fliaring in the Government of 
Ae Countr)', Legiftative and Executive. — Then here. Gentle- 
moiy they have dearly and openly declared their refolution fo 
have fuch a Convention of the People, and to create a Republic 
upon the prindples of the Rights of Man. 

Now, Gentlemen, if a man had proclaimed, in this Country, 
Ae Pretender, and thereby declared his intention to eftablifli upon 
the dirone of this Country, diat family whicSi has been driven 
from jt, mftead of th^t which has fmce been placed upon the 
Arone, no man would have entertained the flighteft doubt, that 
Ac mere aft of proclaiming Ae Pretender^ would have been* 
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Treaf<» ; and my learned friends will recoiled, that, in tbe courfe 
of the trial rf Mr, Layer, Ae very cafe is fuppofed by the 
Counfel for the Crown, They lay, in anfwcr to an objeflion 
with refpeft to evidence, ** Suppofe a man fhoutd have pro- 
" claimed the Pretender, and then have gone away, and the pro- 
** damation could not be found, what would be the effeft of 
^ that ? Could not you give, in evidence, the contents of that pro- 
*« clamation ?"— « Yes," fays Mr. Hungerford, the Counfel for the 
prifbner, and who was no way a friend to that Government, ** the 
** very ad of doing that, would be, .in itfdf, an overt aft of High 
« Treafon." 

Then, if proclaiming die Pretender is an overt ad. of High 
Treafon, is there any difference between proclaiming the Pre- 
tender, and proclaiming a Republican Government ? And this is 
a proclamation for a Republican Government. — I do not mean 
to iky, diat all the confequences were immediately to follow s that 
the King of die Country was to be confider^d, as from diat 
moment, depofed. — This appears to be rather a proclamation * 
that there Ihall be fuch a Government ; not that it fhall inftantly ' 
take place, but that it /ball be eftabliflied, and that diey will take 
fteps for the purpofe. — And you will remember, that, in the cafe 
of Treafon, a plan once formed, and fteps taken in purfuance of 
it, is fufficient to conftitute Treafon ; and it is not neceflary that 
the fteps (hould be effectual for die purpofe. 

Then they come to the following Refolution : 

" Refolved, That, during the enfuing Seffion of Parliament, 
^ die General Committee of this Society do meet daily, for the 
** purpofe of watching the proceedings of the Parliament, and of thir 
^ adminiftration of the Government of this Country." — This, 
and the following refolution, they borrow from the Bridfli Con- 
vention, whofe proceedings they had approved, dropping only 
diat part of the refolution of the Britifh Convention which they 
thought it not fafe to introduce into their minutes; namely, 

that part refpefting an invafion. -^ Refolved, That, upon the 

** firft introdu£tion of any Bill, or Motion, inimical to the liber- 
** ties of ihe people 5 fuch as landing foreign troops in Great 
** Britain or Ireland — for fufpending die Habeas Corpus Ad— 



* for proclaiming martial law> or for prf venting tbfr peopk-fixm 
** meeting in Societies for CpnftitutioruJ Information; oj: anjr 
" other innovation of a fimilar nature. That^ on any rf tbfje. 

« enter genais'^ words which leayc an opening for almiBrft anf 

thing. " That, on any of thefe emergencies, the General 

«* Committee (ball iffue fummonfes to the D^egates.of pach 
** Drvifion, an4 alfp tQ the Secretaries of the different Socieliet 
^ a&Iia4:ed and correfponding with this So^ety^ fortl^ith to 
^ <aU a general Convention oftkepeopley to be held at luch place^ 
^^ and in fuch a m^iner> as (hall he fpecified in the fummons, fol 
** the purpofe of taking fuch mcafures into their confldecatioD." 

Gentlemen, you will Fccolle<3:,. ^at jv^ at this, time the So* 
ciety for Conftitutipnal Information ^who were sdways adixij 
in thels way- in fjupport of the meafures firft adopted by tbcL 
Loixdon Correfponding Society J thought proper, to elcA Bar-i 
npre, St. Andre, and- Roland, honorary R^enqieis qf their SocU 
cty i declaring) that they confidcred thofe mcfk as ** the mcA 
** enlightened friends of Freedom'^— ^ judicioufi/* I tbinky tjicy 
]ikewife call them» Qentlemcn> the niere. ek^on of theie 
peribi^ tQ he Members of their Society is, in ibme dcgJ^ 
adopting their principles ; but when in the very a£i of eledUo^ 
Aey declare that they fo elefl: them Iceaufi of their prtncif^ 
— ^when men cle<3: a perfon into a fituation becaufe they confider 
him as one of the mojl judicious and enlightened friends of Freer 
dom — ^when, upon a political fubjeft, they declare they ^oa&kx 
the principks of that man to be thofe pf a judicioi^ and en- 
lightened man ; they . really transfer all declared aiid aj^owed 
IjriiKipIes from the perfon fo eleite^. to their own Society, an4 
vnake them in effe<Sl the principles of their own Society. You 
will recolledi, they follow this up afterwards, by the publifliing 
to die world their rcfQlution for infertion of the fpeeches qf 
Barr^re and St» Aruire u^wn the fubjedl of the execiition of the 
King of Franq^ip thc|r minutes; and then you will, particularly 
recoiled the mjuincr in wjiich Barrere in his fpeech deftrribcs a 
National Convention, 

Upon the firft qucftion, ** whether the perfqn of the King i» 

inviolable," he defcribe? thjit which fepms to me to h? very im-r 
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pmtant to r«?rfl'to yolir attehtion^- itfthough the AffomtyOe- 
Herat refttarkcd upon it vefjf cOAJTidcraMy in the obfervations 
whkrh fie made tipon it. fiarrcrt fays, that— *>* The people oF 

* Paris, by making an Hdy infurreiEHon agamft the Kling d» 
^ the tenth of Auguft, deprived him of his ehara<Eler of inirio- 
«* labifity V the people of the other Departments applauded Ais 
« inlurrediony and adopted the cohfetjuence of it;- the people 
•« have therefoffe formerly interpofcd to deftroy this royal invio- 
^' liri>iUty ; the tacit cdnfent of the people reittfered rfie perfori 
•* of the King inviolable ; the i&: of inftrrre6Hon was a tacit 
^< repeal of that confent^ and was founded on the feme groiiiidsf 

* of hw as the confent itfelR The King's perfon fe inviolable 
« only wtth relation to Ae oAer brandies of the Legiflaturey 

* but not with relation to the people/* 

Calling Ae attehtioit of the puMic to thefe fpeeches, whidj 
is equal to publiflying them, Ihews the intent \^th which thefe 
f^rfbns were proceeding ; and that when they had affemblid ar 
Generd Convention of the people^ fuppofihg that Conventioii 
to be approved of by the ddier parts of die Country, they would 
have <Jt>ofidered the people as having formally interpofed rfieir 
ot^r to deftroy the royd invioiabilityrf For the affemMing st 
Convention of the people, ading as fuch, and fupported fay ther 
power of the people^ muft of neceffity have been art hfiftirre^onr 
of the pei^te lagainft the exifting Govcrnmcirt^ and tf the 
peopte in general, attording to *e fyiflem of Barrfre, had ap^ 
ptbiidid this infurret^ionj and adijfpted the confequefiee tf itf thd 
people wocild havie formally interpofed to deftroy the royal invi- 
olalbillty, and all die Confequences which are ftated in this fycc^ 
of Rarr^re nwift have followed. 

Tfe fpeech proceeds to difcofs whether an appeal (houM be 
Inade to the people, and be feyS- — ** The people are the Sove^ 
^ reigH, A Convention is a perfeft reprefentation of the So-^ 

* vercfgh) Ihe rtifembers of the Legiftative Affemby afte* iti 

* Augaft opon tftefe principles in Himmoning the Convention i 

* tiicy dedare that they few but one meafure whidi corfd favtf 

* Prance^ namely, to have recourfe to the fupreme will of the 

* people, ttid to invite* the people to pcercife immediately tha* 

" unnliiitablf 



« unalknahli right §f Sminignfy which the Conftltutioii nao 
'^ ackiiawledged, and which it could not fubjeS to luiy reftrk- 
<* tion," Then he iays — *' The public iiitereft requiped ikt 
** the people fliauld manifeft their wUl by tbi iUifhn of a Nn* 
** thn^i C^nviHthn^ formed of reprefentatives invefted by the 
** people with unlimited powers i the people did manifeft 
** wJl by the cledMon of that Convention ; the Conveni 
*' being aflembled is itfelf that fovereign will which ought 
** prevail ; it would be contrary t^ every principle to fyp] 
« that the Convention is not exclufively the cxpreffion of djt 
** general wiW* 

Thefe SocietieS| then, having declared that, under ceri 
circumftanoeSj there fliould forthwith be called a general C 
mention €f the people j and having, at the fame time, adverted 
to the principles fo laid down by Barrcre, as the principles of a 
man whom they thought a judicious and enlightened friend of 
freedom, they muft have confiJered a Convention of the peoj 
as an AQembly of the nature ftatcd in this fpeech of Bart' 
and upon which I have before fo much obferved* 

Afterwards, at a Meeting of the Committee on the a 3d of 
January, it was refolved, that the toaAs drank at the anniverfary 
dinner of the Society ihould be printed at the end of the Ad- 
drefs. Thefe toafts teftify their approbation of « the BritiHi 
** Convention at Edinburgh" — of " Skirving, charged by the 
" fentence of the Court of Jufticiary with the honour of being 
<* the caufe of calling that Convention*' — of ^^ the London 
*• Correfponding Society, and the feveral other Societies" — and 
then of " their co^ndemned Delegates/* Then there is the fol- 
lowing toaft — ^^ Succefs to the arms of Freedom againft whot]> 
** foever directed ^ and confufion to Defpots with whomfoever 
** allied-" Thefe words, though they do admit of another in* 
terpretation, yet are in themfelves general | and, eonfidering H 
oomple£lion of the whole of this tranfaflion, they apply moiP 
dired:ly to that which was the obje^fl of die Meeting, namel)v 
the eftabliflimen^ by force, of a Convention of the people, fo 
the purpofe of effeding, as they conceived, their own freedoflj 
a meafuie to which, it is perfe<Sly clear, under i;ertaln cireuifl 
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fiances, tfaey meant to have recourfe. There is another teaft 
which has a degree of ridicule in it, but you will fee clearly 
what was meant Mr. Barlow had (aid in his letter to the 
Frendi Convention, that it had been completely (hewn that m 
King was good for nothings One of their toafts is — ^ AU that 
** is ggoJ in every Conftitution, and may we never be fupcrfti* 
•* tious enough to reverence in any that which is good for 
^ nothing.^* Now the words " fuperftitious enough to reve- 
** rence in any that which is good for nothing," carry the aHu- 
fion fo dircfUy to that letter of Barlow, and the works of Paine, 
in which the refpeil of the people of this Country for Monarchy 
has been treated as a fuperftitious reverence, diat it is impofliUe 
to doubt what thefe perfons meant when they 'gave that toaft;. 
jAiid here I may obferve, that in many of the State Trials you 
will find that toafts drank at meetings of perfons engaged ia 
fudi tranlaftions have always been confidered as important evi* 
idence of the minds of the perfons fo met ; becaufe, fuch toafts 
are given for, the exprefs purpofe of animating the perfons a£- 
fembled to the afts in view; becaufe, they are given for die 
purpofe of taking advantage of the gaiety of convivial hours, 
when their hearts might be open, and liable to fuch imprel&Qiis 
as it might be thought proper to make upon them. 

Gentlemen, thefe Societies next proceed to the aflembling 
of their Convention, which, by their refolutions of the 20di 
of January they had declared (hould be aflembled under cer- 
tain circumftances ; leaving to themfelves, however, fuch a lati- 
tude, that almoft any thing which could happen might be pre* 
tended to amount to thofe circumftances, and to be a ground 
for aflfembling their Convention. 

On the 27th of March the Prifoner wrote a letter to tijc 
Conliitutional Society, in which he ftated— ** I am dire^^ed by 
^( the London Correfponding Socie^ to tranfmit the following 
^ refolutions to the Society for Conftitutional Information, and 
^ to requeft the fentiments of that Society refpedling the im- 
^ portant meafures which the prefent junfture of affairs kcmsi 
« to require. The London Correfponding Society conceive^ 
^ that the mment is arrived when a full and explicit iicglariitioii 



« Is neceflary from all the friends of freed6rtl.** Therefore diik 
letter of th6 Prifoner declares, that that motiH'nt was arrived 
which is alluded to in the preceding refolutions of the 2dth of 
January ; and then he adds — ^^* The Society For ConHitutional 
** Information is therefore required to determine wiiethcr or 
^ no they will be ready when called upon to a6l in conjun^on 

* with this and other Societies to obtain a fair reprefentation rf 
«• the people ; whether ihey concur with us in feeing the nc- 
** ceffity of a fpeedy Convention, for the purpofe of obtaining, 
•* in a conftitutional and legal manner, a redrefs of thofe 
^ grievances under which we at prefent labour, and wbidi can 
^ only be effedlually removed by a full and fair reprelentation 

* of the people of Great Britain* The London Correfpond^ 
^ ing Society cannot but remind their friends, that the prefehl; 
«• crifis demands all the prudence, unanimity, and vigour that 
•* ever may or can be exerted by men and Britons; nor d6 

* they doubt but what manly firmnefs and confiftency wlA 
** finally, and they believe (hortly^ terminate in the full accoin-* 
■ plifliment of all their wiflies." 

Gentlemen, here is a full declaration in this letter^ wrhten 
by the Prifoner at the bar, that he looked forward to the adual 
accomplilhmeht of all his wijhes. What thofe wifhes were 
has been already fully and fuificiently declared. They were — ^to 
eftablifh in this Country a Reprefentative Government, founded 
upon the broad bafis of the rights of man— the annihilation of 
Monarchy —the annihilation of what he calk Ariftocracy— the 
annihilation of all ranks and diftinftions of men, and giving 
equal aftive Citizeihfhip, and ah equal right to every individual 
in the Government of his Country, legiflative and executive— 
in fine, the complete eftablifliment of a whole Republican Go- 
vernment, without a King, without a Houfe of Peers, and 
without any of thofe cFfciAhftahees which belong to the Coiifti- 
tution of the Country as now eftabliflied. He thinks that the 
crifis was come which demanded all the prudence, unanimitf, 
and vigour that ever may or can be exerted by men or Britnfsi 
meaning to flatter ^e national vanity of his countrymen a litde, 
by foppofing that Britons had the habit of exerting vigour, js-u- 
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Ceiice,~ahd unanimity beyond what is commonly ekerted by 
inen; This letter is accompanied by refolutions, which in a 
Confiderable degree, echo back the refolutions of the Society for 

Conftitutional Information of the 17 th of January. 

** Refolved unanimoiifly-— That^ dear as juftice and liberty 
^ are to Britons, yet flie value of them is comparatirely fmall 
^ without a dependan'ce on their permahancy, and there can be no 

* fecurity for the continuant of any right but in equal laws*** 
" That equal laws can. never be expeded but by a full and 

•* fiiir reprefentation of the people. To obtain which'* 

and here comes again that little fjrftem of delufion which they 
have at every turn thought proper to make ufe ojP — ^' To 
^ obtain i^'ch^ in' the way pointed out by die Conflitution^ 
^ has been, and is, die Tole ob)e£l of this Socie^;** Now no 
tfnf had been pointed out by the Conflitution but that of a 
lietitidh to the L#egiilature. ^^ For this we are ready to hazard 
^ every thing ; and never but with our lives will we relinquifh 
^ ah objed: which involves the happinefs, dr even the politfcal 
^ exiftencej of ourfelves and pofterity,** When men fay they 
never will, but with their lives, relinquifh an obje£^— -when 
tiiey fay that the criiis is come^ which they hope will fhortly 
tenninate in the full accomplifhment of all their wifhes, a full 
accdmpliihment of their obje£fc->-^what can they poffibly mean 
bat that they will attempt to the utmoft hazard of their lives 
to obtain that obje^ which they confequently apprehend they 
mufl ufe force to obtain. 

They add — " That it is the decided opinion of this Societyi 
^ that^ to fecure ourfelves from future illegal and fcandalous 
^ proiecuttons ; to prevent a repetition of wicked and unjuft 
^ fentences ; and to recall thofe wife and wholefome laws that 
«* have been wrefled from us, and of which fcarcely a Veftige 

• remains, there ought to be immediately a Convention of the 
«* peopky by Delegates deputed for that purpofe from the different 
f* Societiei of the Friends of Freedom^ affembled in various parts 
^ of this Nation J and we pledge ourfelves to the public to pur* 
^ fue every legal method to accompliih fo defirable a purpofe.** 

Voi/IV. jJL Gentlemen, 



• Gentlemen^ the previous refolutiQOs of the 20th of January 
(hew what objefl it was that they really had in viewt namely 
the eftablifhment, (under the words ** fair, free, and fuU reprc^ 

* fentation of the people in a Hoyfe of real National Reprefcn- 
*' tatives,** and the other words of which I have taken notice) of 
a complete Republican Government. They likcwtfe fhewed 
l)ie manner in which they meant to redrefe thofe gricvancef 
which they here ftate j when in their prior refolutlom of the 
^Oth of January they laid — that they could not expeft redft& 
from any extftijig auihority— that tlicy confidcred themfdves ai 
perfbns who, though they had been in a ftate of civilized Sod* 
rty, were now anthorixed to conftder that aflbciation as at an 
cnd^ becauk no retire fs could be obtained by the^ law^ and 
therefore, that dicy mull have redrefe from their own laws, and 
not from the laws of their plunderers, enemiet, and opprcfl^ 
Taking ihefe proceedings altogelher^ the puipoie ^id tbe mi 
are clear. 

Gentlemen, with refpeil to the other proceedings^ tending 
more direftly to aflcnible this Convention, it is needlefs, I hope, 
for me to ftate them to yo«, becaufe I tfiink they muft occtH 
to your mind^ any further than to anfwer one ol?fcrvaticti mide 
by my learned friend, Mr. Gibbs; namdy, that the refoluiiwi 
having been taken to affanble a Convention on the I2lh of 
April, it was not dire£lly proceeded upon, and nothing appeaJtd 
to have been done upon it. You will recol!e<£l, that the Com* 
mittee of Co-operation and Correfpondence was formed for tfee 
purpofe of carrying into execution thefe refolutions j that It wxi 
a neceflary part of the fcheme, to engage all the other S octettes 
in the Kingdom in the fame meafure » and for chat purpofe > 
printed circular letter was fent (I believe by the Prifoner at the 
bar), following up the refolutions of the 20th of Jaimaryi 
nandy, that tbe crifis was arrived upon which they wcfC 
to ^, 

** Citi2ens~The critical mommt is arrived, and Brittiwi 

^ muft cither affert with zeal and firmnefs their claim$ to H- 

** bcrty, or yield without refiftance to the chains that mtoifler!il 

4 tf tifuTpaiiofl 



'^nftirpation is forging for them; Will you ccJ-operate With us 
^ in the only peaceable meafure that now prefents itfeif with 
^ any profpeft of fuccefs ? We need not intimate to yoii, that, 
.^ notwithftanding the unparalleled audacity of a corrupt and 
«* orerbearing faftion, which at prefent tramples on the fighti 
•* and liberties of the people, our Meetings cannot in England 
** be interrupted without die previous adoptidh of a Cchivenrion 
^ Bill"-i^under an idea that there h no means of preventing their 
meeting but that ) ^ a meafure it is our duty to anticipsitef that the 
•■ ties <tf union may be more firmly drawn, and the fentinfents and 
*■ views of the different Societies thoughoiit the Nation be com- 
^ pared while it is yet in our power, fo as to guide and direct 
•* the future operations of the friends of Freedom* • Rouze, 
^ then, to one exertion more, and let us (hew our confcloufnefs 
^ of this important truth. If we are to be beaten down with 
^ threats, profecutions, and illegal fentences, we are Unworthy 
c* ^— «we are incapable of liberty. We muft be, however, ex- 
^•peditious. Heffians and Hanoverians are already among us; 
^ and if we tamely fubmit, a cloud of thefe armed Barbarians 
• may (hortly be poured in upon us/' — Thefc words moft 
clearly (hew the purpofe for which all that clamour was raifed 
Open the Heflian troops being landed, for a temporary purpofe, 
in diis Country ; and they clearly fliew that die clamour was 
ufed with efFeA upon the feveral Country Sodeties, for the pur- 
{fofe of inducing them to take m^fures into which they could 
not otherwife have been led. " Let us, then, form another 
•* Britiih Convention :" — Another Britifh Convention ! What 
IS that but that fort of Meeting which we have feen at Edin- 
burgh, declaring itfeif a Convention of the People, uking upon 
tdelf by degxees (for it is not to be done at once i they are to 
wait the co-operation of the public mind) — ^but taking upon 
kfelf by degrees, and (hewing its intention to take upon itfeif 
whenever it (hall be ftrong enough fo ty do, thie whole authority 
•f iht Qovemment of the Coiuitry.-i-" We have a central 
«* fituatioQ in our view, whidi we believe would be moft con- 
^ venient for the whole Ifland, bjit which we forbear to men- 
^ tioQ (entreating your confidence in this particular) till we 
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^^ have the anfwer of the Societies with whii:h wc arc in cOnai 
*' fpondence." Gentlemen, the place of meeting df this GdiH 
rention was to continue a fecret. Arid here iS another inAancs 
bf that fecrecy which we find throughout every meafurfi 
and which moil: dearly demonftrates dut ihek intentions wen 
not honefti 

Gentlemen^ this cirdular letter produced anilWers. Some of 
them have been read to you. The Norwich letter^ which it 
dated the 29th of April, fays, '^ It is with great iatisfa£lion wo 
'^ view the manly conduct of you and your colleagues, efpedaD^ 
f^ when furrounded, as you are, by a domineering Ariftocracy^ 
<^ who^ notwithftanding their great bluftery are but chicken 
*« hearted/' It condudeS, « we fhould be glad ta know whe- 
" ther the Friends of the People confent to a Convention, and 
" whether they will take an a6Uve part. A letter dated the 
*' tith of May, 1794^ was fent from the Sheffidd SocietieSi 
** which ftates a meeting in the open air at HaliEuc, in order" 
<' to confider meafures preparatory to a general Convention." 
This letter lays, *^ they were advifed by us to defer at prefcnt 
^^ the meeting of Delegates until further information, which 
\^ fhould come from you (meaning the prifoner) on that fub* 
" jeil." So that the thing was continually proceeding ; for 
this is dated the iith of May, and you will recoUeft that upon the 
1 2th this unfortunate man was arrefted* 

There is a letter written by the prifoner on the firft of May, 
1794, which dearly and direftly ftates the ideas he had formed 
upon what were to be, the confequences of the meafures they 
\vcre about to adopt* It is in anfwer to a letter from ]Mcw- 
caftle-upon-Tyne, on the 24th of April, 1794, which iays, 
" Being charmed with your mafterly and bold approbation of 
" the conduct of your Delegates, and noble Martyrs for truth, 
^^ Margarot and Gerald, and finding your name iigned as S&> 
^* crctary to the Correfponding Society, we wilh to copy 
« your example, and beg, if yo'u think us worth your notice^ 
'* you will give us yqur views and intentions as foon as qonvo* 
^ nient, which I hope will be a means to ftimulate and encreafii 
•^ our numbers/' They had heard nothing of the Qonventioni 
S becaufe 
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tjccaufc this Society was juft formed. They conclude with a-< . 
•* Farewell, hoping the hydra of tyranny and impofitioq (hall 

* foon fall under the guillotine pf truth and reafon." To this 
the prifoner, on the firft of May, writes this anfwer — ^^ It is 
^ with pleafure the London Correfponding Society hear that 9 
<* Society on a fimilar plan, and with the fame patriotic objeds 
^ in view, is likely to be eftabliflied at Newcaftle-uponrTyne. 
^ If ever a crifis arrived that required the exertions of the peoj. 
** pie, to ftop Ae current pf corruption, infamy and defpotifni 
^ that feems likely to overwhelm them, it is the prefent. In 
•* God*s i>.ame then iet us ufe the exertions— we are called upon 

* by every thing that is dear to us as men, and as Chriftiaas, 
** The caufe of truth and liberty muft finajly be onmipotent, 
¥ therefore doubt not tha^ the glorious reign of liberty and 
^ equality wilj ere long be eftabliflied, and modern Govern- 
•* ments, with every appendage of wickednefs and corruption^ 
^ wll flee in time from their genial influence, as beafts of prey 
« to their dens of rapine and darknefs from the rifing fun.'^ 
Certainly alluding to that which has been in their minds from 
the moment of that addrefs of the Society for Conftitutiona| 
Information to the NatfomJ Convention of France, in which 
they reprefent what has paflTed in America as a faint lights but 
diat a great and brilliant light was to burft forth upon man* 
That fun of reafon which was to arife and illumine the whole 
world, was to come from the Eaftrrrfrom France— before the 
genial influence of which, modern Governments^ with every 
Appendage of wickednefs and corruption, fliould flee. There is 
ho poflibility of doubting that in this letter the prifoner has 
Tirtually adopted the proceedings then going forward. He adds, 
.•« The London Correfponding Society have beheld with m- 
«* dignation die rapid advances of defpotifin in Britain, and are 
^ ready, cordially to unite with eyery other Society in the three 
« kingdoms^ who have for their objeft a full and eiFe£hial 
« reprefentaticMi of the people, Th^ therefore hpe deputed 

. « fix of their members to meet fix members of the Society for 

* Conftitutional Information, to form a Committee of Corre- 
f Ippndence an^ Co-openition. This Committee meets regu- 

X3 «kjil^ 
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« larly twice a week at No. 2, Beaufort Buildings, Strand,"— 
which you recolleft was the place where Thelwall*s Leduret 
were delivered—" where any member delegated by your Society 
« will meet with every information required^" 

You fee, therefore, that the prifoner himfelf ftates on dm 
Srft of May, 1794^ not that nodiing was doing, but on the 
contrary, that the Committee of Correfppnde^ce and Co-openh 
tlon, by means of which the whole meafi^re was to be efieded, 
were regularly meeting, twice a weefe in Beaufort Building«| 
where any member delegated by this ISfewpaftle Society wouM 
meet with every information required, The letter concludes 
thus — ^^ We inplofe you a few of our refolutions, entered intp 
" ^t our General Meeting on the 14th of April, which will bq 
f* fufficiently explanatory of our fentiments and views. Wo 
♦* heartily unite with you in wiihing that the hydra of tyranny 
♦? and impofition may foon fall under the guHotiqe of truth 
^ and reafon" — repeating the words whiph had beeji \\(ed by 
their correfpo^dcnt. 

Gentlemen, interveiiing ^an(a£tiQns had taken place; name-t 
)y, the proceedings at Chalk F^rm on the J4.th of April, apd 
the proceedings at Sheffield on the ^th of April. You will re- 
colled that the meeting at Chalk F^m was originally intende4 
to have been oi\ the, 7th of Ap^ilj and ^om this letter it appears 
that general meetings ^t the fame time were intencled \o have 
been had throughput ^e whple Country. The proceedings at 
Sheffield, qf which we have a very particular account, feenis tQ 
me to fliew the whole intent and pbjefl of al| thefe men. The 
perfon who a6ted principally there was a Mr. Yorke, whom you 
have feen before in the charafter of Delegate from the Society 
for Conftitutional Information to the Convention afiemhled in 
Edinburgh, but who never went to th^t meeting, I believe ill 
health was the qccafion, or perhaps that difapprobation of their 
meafures which he ftated in cqnyerfatiqn^ and of lyhich eyldence 
has been given. At tbjs meeting at Sheffield J^J;•. Yorke coai- 
ments firft of all upon a variety of meafures, an^ upon the pa» 
ture of the Government of the Country, which were^ as he 
fuppofed^ the fubjei^ts in the contemplation of aU the perfoni 
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afiemblcd u^oii that occaiion. Tbefe proceedings feem to have 
hecn prepared before hand, and to have been given immediately 
in the form of a printed paper* He then adverts to that which 
is adverted to in the proceedings of the Society for Conftitutional 
Information, and in thofe of the Correfponding Society; the 
iiippofed idea of introducing a mercenary army into the Country 
for the purpofe of preventing the meeting of die people in 
Convention. He fays— -^ It is doing too much honour to in^ 
^ nocentfubjeds to be alarmed at a few pages of writing, or 
^ at a few fugitive orations, when barracks are ere£ted in a 
^ Country, and fixty thoufand armed mercenaries are ready to 
•* execute the mandates of Government;*' he dien ftates, ** the 
^ day is at length arrived when fanaticifm and fuperftition, de« 
^ prived of their tinfel trappings, and expofed in their native 
^ uglinefs to the views of mankind, flink fcowling back to the 
^ cave of obfcurity. There I hope riiey will for ever remain-'* 

The ufe of this language, almoft iimilar to that ufed in the 
letter of Hardy which I have before noted to you, (hews the 
general correfpoodence and communication between thoie par« 
ties, and the manner in which they borrowed, one from the 
odier, the expreffions which they made vfe o£ The fmaticifoi 
and fuperftition to which he alludes, are the fanaddfm and fu« 
perftition which include the prejudices which men generally 
have in favour of the eftablifhed Government of their Country* 
He adds, ^ The energy of Englifhmen will no longer endure 
^ this ftrange uproar of injuftice." The paper ftates, that 
^ the people then came to thefe reiblutions," which refolutions 
were not heard . by, and not known to, far the greater part of 
jdie perfoi;i8 diere aflembled, and diey are tts^ to have been 
adopted with the exception of one or two perfons prefent— * 
^ Filrft, that the people, being die true and only fource of 
^ Government^ the freedom of fpeaking and writing upon 
^ any fi^bjed cannot be denied to the members of a free Govemt 
^ ment, without offeriog die grc^eft infult to the Majefty of 
* the People/' 

^ Second, that tberefpre the condemnation of Citizens Muir, 
^ P^Injieri Skirvuig) Margarot and Qerald to tranfportation for 
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* cxpofing the corruptions of the Britifli Government, was ail 
« adl better fuited to die remains of a defpotic than a free Gch 
^ vemment." 

" Third, that the addrefs which has now been read, be pre- 
^ fented to the King in behalf of the above perfecuted patriots.*' 
That addrefs you will find at the beginning of the printed pro- 
ceedings, and' it is Qne of the adjreiTes to (be King contained ia 
thofe proceedings. 

■ '^ It was next moved, diat a petition be prefented to the 
<* Houfe of Commons for a reform in the reprefentation of the 
^ people in Parliament ; but fo marked was the diiapprobation 
^ given by the whole meeting to this meafure, that not one 
^ fingle perfoii feconded the motion, but a moft profound 
^ filenqe, interrupted only \>y a few murmurs, was ob- 
« ferved." 

Gentlemen, you will recoIle£b diat it is in evidence befer^ 
you that the motion for a petition to be prefented to the Houfe 
of Commons was all a xrontrivance ; that it was not intended 
that the propriety of prefenting any fuch petition fhould be feri- 
•lifly debated, but that it fhould be brought forward by a peHon 
in concert with this Henry Yorke, merely for the purpofe of 
being rejefted. 

*? Upon' which Henry Yorke again arofe and addrefled the 
** meeting in an animated fpeech of an hour long, and of.wfaidi iC 
^ is impoffible for us to give our readers a juft conception. He 
«* took a general view of the Britilh Conftitution, and ftated its 
«* moil prominent defefts, among which the want of a pevkA 
*f national reprefentation was the moft glaring. He dwelt a con* 
'.* /iderable time upon this fubjeift, and then proceeded furdier te 
** comment upon it.'* He then faid,- " It was now high time that 
*^ the people fhoold lay afide Ipders, difcard fadlions, and afi 
<f for thenifelves," That the people fhould lay afidc leader^ 
difcard faftibns, and ad for themfelves ! In the firft place, 
whep the London Correfpohding Society bad prepared a pe- 
tition to the Houfe of Commons, they had applied to Mr. Fox 
10 prefent that petition, Mr. Fox told them, « As the requeft 
^ of my Coriftituents linqueftionably I will grefent thi§ petittoiii 

• « but 



( 313 3 

^ but I tell you before hand that I totally dIfappro\'e 6t 
^ what you propofe, Univerfal SufFrage and Annual Parlia- 
^ ments; and, therefore, I wifli you would apply to fome other 
H perfon to prefent your petition." They muft, therefore, have 
been perfeSly clear that on any petition which they might riiink' 
proper to prefent to Parliament, upon the only grounds on 
which they ftated they would be content (for they never have 
confined themfelves within a fmaller compafs than requiring 
Univerfal Suffrage and Annual Parliaments) tiiey fhould be 
Oppofed by one of the moft able men in this Country, and a 
man who, for a great number of years, ha$ conftantly adled ia 
Cppofition to the King's Minifters. 

They dien applied to Mr. Francis, who has beei> examinee! 
upon this trial. — Mr. Francis fays, he told them, explicitly, at the 
time that they defired him to prefent their petition, that he )ike^ 
wife difiipproved of the prayer of their petition, and that he 
likewife (hould oppoib it to the utmoft of his power. Gentle^ 
mcDy you will recoiled, that they concealed from Mr. Francis 
the purpofe for which this petitioa was to be prefented. He was 
isot aware, that they had no ferious intention in prefentuig this 
petition, and that their obje£l was only to raife difcuffion and dii^ 
content ; that was, in no degree, reprefented to him, nor were 
there ftated to him a variety of other circumftances rcfpeSdng 
the tranfadion. They likewife knew, that the Society of the 
Friends of the People would liften to no fuch meafure. The 
Cprrefponding Society had artfully enough continued to keep 
up correfpondence with the Society of the Friends of the People^ 
iifter that Society had difcarded the Society for Conftitutionai 
Information, becauf? they fitw that die Society for Conftitutionai 
Information was going to thofo great lengdis, which the Friends 
•C the People difapproved. Th^y knew, therefore, that all thofe 
perfons,w)io not only were not in the habit of fupporting Go. 
vernment, but, on the contrary, were in oppofition to it 5 — ^when 
I fey, in fupport of, and in oppofition to Government, I mpan 
in fupport of the Admiuiftration o( the Government, and iq 
oppofition to that Adminiftration ir-they knew that all thofe 
perlbns woul4 oppofc that v^ plan of Jleform, which thofo 
■ ' Societies' 
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Societies meant to introduce. Tiiey knew, therefore, tbat Aef 
couM not hope to do any thing in Parliament, and that a petidoii 
to the Houfe of Commons mud neceflarily be nugatory, becaiife' 
^I fiarties agreed in thinking, that the plan uriiich diey propofed 
was inadmiffible, and yet they had exprefsly declared, that they 
innild be content with nothing lefs. 

Mr. Yorke, therefore, told the people at Sheffield, ^ It was 
« now high time that the pe(^Ie fhould lay afide leaders, and 
^ difcard £zdioDS, and a£t for themfelves.'* He ftrongly enforced 
tlicfe principles, and then entered into a complete detail of the 
ancient Conftitution, as eftablilhed by Alfred, which he proved 
to be at this time totally defaced, if not loft. He dien purfued 
the gradual decline of popular Liberty in England, from the 
anardiy which was the confequence of Danifli and Norman in- 
▼aiion, and taking a general (ketch of our hiftory, fo &r as it was 
conneAed with the fubjexS of popular reprefentation; he made 
forne. ftrcKig and pcnnted remarks on the Revolution in |6S&— 
He iaid, ^ that the Revolution, at leaft fo far as it r^peded the 
^ peofde, was not intended to be a compromife between the King 
^ and die AriftocnK:y,for the joint inheritance of the people^ but 
«♦ to efiablifh, on une<{uivocaI principles, die right of the people 
«* to govern diemielves, and to recall thofe delegated powers 
^ which they bad entnifted to their fervants for this purpofe^ 
^ when diey were either abufed, or negle&ed to ej^erciie tfaeniv 
^ If die Revolution were not a Revolution for the people, it was 
^ no Revolution at all, but a conQ>iracy of a few ennobled op- 
^ prefTors, againft die liberties and happine(s of die monj.-v 
^ But, if it were defigned to comprehend the whole, and its end 
*« has been perverted, or purpofely laid afide, tbe pe9pU are m^ 
«f warranted in fetiiiontng^ but are juftified in dgmandimg^ as a 
^ righij agreeably to die tone of language ufed in the dedaration 
«* of rights, die ReJKtution rf Annual Parliaments^ enid the 
n Eftahlijbment efVniverfal Suffrage:* 

Then, Gendemen, he proceeds, in an extremely long Qieedii 
fo qbferve upon the efFefts of that Univerfal Emanciperiiem to 
which he looked ; faying, that *« OpprefTcd nature will, at a 
^ proper feafon, depart fr-<Hn p4i^ve principles ; and ihould aq 
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^ attempt be ma4e to wrefl: what remains of Liberty from ui; 
^ I truft all men will concur to vindicate their violated rights ;'* 
ftnd be concluded with faying, ^ When fuch a Revolution of 
^ Sentiment {ball hav£ difperfed the mifts of prejudice; when, 
^ by the incefTant thunderings from the prefs, the meaneft 
« Cottager of our Country (hall be enlightened, and thg Sun $/ 
« Reaforiy^ of which we have heard fo much, ^^ Jhall Jbiney in its 
^ fulle/i meridian^ over usy then, thjs commanding voice 
« of the whole people shall recommend the five 
?> hundred and fifty-eight gentlemen, in saint 
" Stephen's chapel, to go about their business," 
Then feveral refolutions were entered into, one of which was:— « 
^ Convinced of this truth, it is the opinion of this meeting, that 
** the people ought to demand^ as a rights and not petition^ as a 
yi favour^ for Univerfal ReprefentationJ' — ^^ That^ thereforey 
^ Wi will petition the Houfe of Commons no more on ^his 
« fuhie&r 

It has been attempted to reprefent this, as meaning, that they 
would petition the Houfe no more, in the charadter of feparate 
Societies, or individuals; but the refolution is explicit, and 
dearly (hews, that that was not what they meant ; for, they fay, 
^ Convinced of this truth, it is the opinion of this meeting, that 
^ the people ought to demand^ as a rights and wtt petition^ as a 
^* favour^ for UniverCd Reprefenution : that therefore we 
** will petition the Houfe of Commons no more on this fubjed." 
The rcaibn given for petitioning no more, would apply juft 
as much to petitioning, in the form of a number of perfons, 
aflembled by delegation, at Edinburgh, or elfewhere, as it would 
to this meeting at Sheffield. — ^Then, as a fort of colour of their 
proceedings, and as the means of exciting difcontent^ a long 
petitiQn was prepared for the Abdition of the Slave Trade. 

Gentlemen, they fpeak then of the rejedion of their petition 
J)y the Houfe of Commons; and they lay, ** Our petition was 
^^ received, with the utmpft indignation, by the Houfe of 
^^ Cqmmons, which was no more than we expeded;" and, ^' al- 
^^ though our petition was difdainfully rejeded, becaufe not 
^ couched in language iuffici^tly polite and relpedful for the 
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^ five hundred and fifty-eight Gentlemen, who fit in the Houfi 
•* of Commons, yet, believe tis, fellow Citizens, we are ftill of 
^ opinion, that the matter it contained was not only juft and 
^ proper, but we think that even the language, whidi gave fi 
^ much offence to the Honourable Gentlemen, was madi too 
^ polite and too moderate for us. For, if the Houfe of Commons 
•* were the real Reprefentatives of the People, we certainly had 

•^ a right to diSfate^ and not to petrtion,'* You will fiiK^ 

riiroughout the whole of this tranfaftion, that they had now 
afiiimed, that they had a right to diSfate-^ and not to petittonj^ 
And you canrwt form die fiighteft reafon to believe, that a pedtioa 
to the Houfe of Commons was within in their view. 

They conclude : — ^ But our petition being fcouted, we flial! 
^ trouble them no more with pur coarie and unmannerly hn<« 
f* g^iages-r-it will be our duty to proceed, as we have unifonnly 
^ done bithertO) in enlightening the public min^y and when a 
•* complete Revolution of Sentiment (hall take place (a» wiH 
• fhortly be the cafe) in our Country, we Jhall open our meuth 
^ ht that key we think moft agreeable to ourfelves ; and our voice^ 
^ together with that of our disfranchifed Countrymen^ wit 
^ rcfemhU^ perhaps^ the thunderings from Mount Sinai ^^'-'^^ 
Clearly alluding to the idea, that the opinion of Ae people, ftip-^ 
porting a Convention, aficmbled and ading as a Convention of 
the people, Q>eaking, therefore, under that chara£ber, the public 
will, as defaibed in Barrere's (peech, would be irrefiftable ; and 
diat its thunderings would be in Aat key which the perfons who 
compofcd it fbould think moft agreeable to themfelves, and would 
refemble the thunderings of Mount Sinai. Then dicy fpeak of 
their principles, and fay, ^* Thefe efiential principles are boA 
•* eafy and comprehenfive. On thefe we build our right to 
•* Reprefentatioyi^ and renounce the idea of future petitions?^ 

So that they clearly renounce the idea of future petitions^ not 
fimply from themfelves^ but from any other perfonsy afluming 
their title to Univerfal Reprefentation, as a rights and not as a 
thing to be obtained by petition : — ^'^ By thefe maxims we find 
" that every Englifbman is free, and that in the eleStion ofM 
^ Supreme Ma^ijlratey or in t/?^ delegation of Ligifative Powers^ 



^ he concedes his a£Hons to a certain fuperintendarice, fcft- di^ 
^ exprefe purpofe of preventing Liberty from vaulting over icf 
•* limits^ and introducing a fyftem of univerfel violence, injury]^ 
¥ or licentioulhefs;"— »-applying •* EleSiiotC* to the Supremi 
Magijiratey as well as to every other part of the Government 
of the Country ; and dierefore holding principles perfectly in- 
confiftent with the prefent eftablifhment of the Britilh Gou 
yeriiment« 

Gentlemen^ there are many other paffages which mfght he 
bbferved upon, but I am afraid I have already infinitely too^ long 
trefpafled upon your patience. There is one fubje£t upon which 
I have hitherto faid but little ; I mean the fubje<3: of arming. 
I could wifb, aUb) if I had ftrength for the purpofe, to fay fome- 
thing to you upon the fubje£t of Chalk Farm; but I am really 
Unable to do iti 

With refpe^i: to the fubje<EI of arming, as it pafled at Sheffield, 
Yirtiat does it fhew? That, by fame means, the minds of the 
people at Sheffield, I mean of the people who belonged to thefe 
Societies, were imprefTed with an idea, that fome civil commotion 
was to be expeded, and that it was, therefore, necefTary for 
them to provide diemfelves with arms for their defence; and 
I will take it, that thofe witneiTes who have appeared here, fpoke 
perfbdly ferioufly when they faid, that they meant thefe arms 
only for their own defence. But the purpofe of Yorke, Davifbn, 
and Gale, who are the only three perfons who appear to have 
been a&ive perfons upon the occafion, was as completely anfwered, 
whether they had armed thofe men for the purpofe of felf-def^nce, 
or any other purpofe whatever. They had armed them with a 
weapon, cheaply and eafily obtained, and eaiily ufed ; &ey knew 
very well, likewife, that which appeared upon the examination, 
I think, of one of the witneiTes for the defendant, that ten 
thouiand fuch arms might, at Sheffield, be febricated in a day ; (b 
that it was unneceflary that the a£lual fabrication of arms ihould 
be immediately thought of. Nothing more was wanting than 
to put die people in a trains for the purpofe of obtaining arms- 
urisen diey ihould be wanted. The &me thing may be obfcrved, 
with refped to what pafTed in Londont 

As 
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As to the letter from Davifon, it is perfeftly deari ildiougl 
we cannot trace the fa£^, that it had been commtiiucated by the 
prironefi in fomc way or other ; other wife Edwards never couM 
have knowoj that the prlfoner was the peifon to apply to, for t 
dirc^ion where to get arms at Sheffield, 

Gentlemen, at a much eailier period, the perfons concerned b 
this tranfa^lioii, looked upon what was going forward, as poffi- 
bly leading to extreme anarchy— I allude more particulirly tn 
the letter of Skirving of the 5th of July, 1793, to the prifoncr 
at the bar, in which he clearly and explicitly ftates, what hisidcaa 
iipoti the fubje£t were. In writing that letter of the 5th of July^ 
1793 i Mn Skirving had it in his contemplation that, bypofit* 
bility, in a very Jhort timcj the whole Country might be in 
anarchy and confufionp He fays— ^' If we fought only the ex* 
*' tirpation of one fet of interefted men from the management of 
** National affairs, that place might be given to another fet, without 
*^ affe^^ting the vitals ad verfe to the fyftcm of reform, thefe might 
** be eafiiy accomplifhed; but to cut up deep and wide rooted prc- 
*^ jiidices, to give efFcdlual energy to the dictates of truth, tn favottr 
" of public virtue and national profperity, in oppofition to^Fj 
^ and all its interefted habits, and to withftand, and overawe th« 
^ final efforts of the powers of darknefs, is the work of the whole, 
*' and not of a part j a work to which mankind, till this awful perrtid^ 
^ were never adequate, becayfe never till now dtfpofed to frater- 
^ nize; not nicrely or only, I truft, from the fenfe of the common 
*' danger to which we are expofed, but from the ennobling priu- 
^' ciple of univerfal benevolence, I think the minds of all muRf 
** in the nature of things be now turned to more effectual nieSLiit 
^ of reform — ^not one perfon was convinced of the neceflity of it^ 
** by the moft convincing arguments of reafon, together, with the 
** moft unequivocal expre/Sons of univerfal defirc. Whar then it 
^ to be hoped for, from repetition ? I am only afraid that tfce 
*^ bow in England, againft reform, was fo contra^d, that in re- 
** turning it may break- You would willingly learn, you iky, ffom 
« US ! 1 own that we ought to be forward in thii^ We haven 
** once in great wifdom perfefled our plan of organizatlotv ^'^ 
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^ if we were in die fame independant ftate of mind as tte 
^ people of England, we (hould be able to tak.e the lead." 

He proceeds to obferve upon the confequences <tf that plan of 
organization, which he fays has been eftabliihed, and the objeA of 
which was to efFeft the reforms • which he had propofed. He 
adds— •^ The affociations with you are no more, 1 fear— excufe 
^ my freedom — than an ariftocracy for the good of die people. 
•* They are indeed moderate, firm, and virtuous; and better can^ 
¥ not be: but we are the people themfelres, and we are the firft to 
^ ihew that the people can both judgeandrefolve, ifundtrededby 
^ la^on, with both wifdom and moderation. I liave not a 
«*. higher wifh in the prefent exertions for reform, than to fee the 
^. people univerfally and regularly aflbciated, becaufe I am per-^ 
^ fuaded that the prefent difaftrous engagements will ifiue in ruin, 
^ and the people then muft provide for themfel ves ; and it would be 
^ unhappy, when we fhouldbe ready to a& with unanimity, to be 

* occupied about organization, without which, however, anor* 

* chy muft enfue." What can this advert to ? but a coaterofda^ 
Cion in the mind of Skirving, fo early as the 25th of May, 1793, 
that things were approaching to fuch a ftate, in this Country, that 
tiiere would be adiflblution of the whole of the exifting Govern- 
inenti and, if fome other Government was not provided in its 
place, that anarchy muft enfue, « Let us dierefore" (lays he) 
^ take the hint given us by our oppofers. Let us begin in 
^ eameft to make up our minds relative to the extent of rdbnn 
^ which we ought to feek, to be prepared to juftify it, and to 
^ omtrovert objedions. Let us model the whole in the public 
^ mind. Let us provide every ftake and ftay of the tabernacle 
^ which we would ered; fo that when die tabernacles of op« 
^ predion, in the palaces of ambiti^, are broken down under 
^ the madnefs and folly of their fupporters, we may dien, with* 
^ out anarchy and all dangerous delay, ered at once our tabernacle 
^ of ri^teouftiefs, and may the Lord himfelf be in it." 

- Now, Gentlemen, here is aman contemplating that which was 
likely to be the refult of the meafures in vt^ich he was engaged, 
feeing they led to anarchy and confullon, and exhorting other per- 
ions to be prepared for the event, by providing a plan for that new 

Govern* 



Gdvtfrtimcnt which he meant to eftablilh, infllead of the G&rem^ 
ment which he meant to deftroy; He then proceeds to deferibj 
what was the unfortunate ftate of the Roman Government, after 
the Nations which had been fubjefted by it, had been left ** like 
•^ ftieep without a fhepherd" dearly alluding to that ftate of 
anarchy whith at that period prevailed in Europe; a State dc- 
fcribed in hiftory fo forcibly^ and piduring fo completely, irt 
many inftanceSj the prefcnt fituation of France, that really wbeA 
t>ne reads that hiftory, one almoft imagines one is reading thd 
hiftory of the prefent ftate of France. 

The letter proceeds-^" We may fuppofe' An event which wd 
** deprecate; Nay^ fliould we not be prepared for every pdffibld 
^ iiTue^ at the prefent unprecedented divifions of mankind; vrt 
^ have a right tO be apprdienfive of the abilities of ourowil 
^ managers^ who are fo afraid to depart from precedent, that like 
^' men of detail^ they may be inadequate to the tafk of prefervinj 
^ die veflel from fhipwretk^ now grappling with danger, not 
** only great, but new and unconmion;" The letter adds-^^ If 
«* the prefent miniftry foil, who after them fhall be trailed? It 
** requires little penetration to fee the anarchy and difcord which 
** will follow. It will be fuch^ that nothmg ifiort Of a genend. 
« union among the people themfelvesj will be able to heal: Hafte 
^ therefore to alTociate^ at leaft to be ready to affociate; If then 
*^ fuch a broken ftate of things fhould take place, the civil 
*' broils that would neceffarily enfue would foon fubfide, before 
" the united irrefiftable voice of the whole; Do not^ I entreat 
** you, hefitate thinking, fuch a work premature as yet; but a 
" month, and then it may be too late;" The impreffion upoil 
this man's mind, unqueftionably, was extremely ftrong — an im- 
preffion not at all, indeed,, warranted by the event ; his ideal 
was, that the danger was then great — ^he looked to the gencirf 
diflblution of Government---he looked to anarchy anid difcord^-* 
he looked to civil broils as neceflarily enfuiiig ; and flie only 
hope he had, was in the united irrefiftable voice of the whole 
adopting fome plan, to be adually formed, and ready to be of- 
fered to them upon the inftant. 

jQentlc^ 



r 3^1 1 

Gentlemen, this letter dearly fhcws, thai that' fort of ci^ 
difcord had been long in the contemplation of tfaefe parties 
Whether they ever took thofe means to provide for the contih- 
genries which might happen, which the writer of this letter re- 
commends, it is impoflible for us to know. All that I can 
obferve is, that if you look into the Committee of Conftitution 
of die London Correfponding Society, I think you ivill find a 
fort of provifion, not adapted merely to the purpofeis of a private 
Society, buteafily convertable to the purpofes of a Nation afting 
under the ideas which thefe Societies had of the proper manner of 
governing a Country. 

* Gentlemen, I will make one fhort remark upon what pafled at 
•Chalk Farm, principally with a view to call to your attention the 
'Very violent refolutions which were intended to have been adopted 
at that meeting, by pne of the parties^-I likewife would call to 
your attention, that the fjrftem of arming appears to have been, in 

fiune degree adopted throughout ^As to what was faid with 

.Ttfpe<^ to the knives it certainly was a trifling circumftance, butthe 
*£id is not contradicted, and I would particularly remark to you, 
diat aperfon of the name of Pearce, was named fpecifically in the 
'evidence of Groves (whofe evidence, is the only evidence that has 
been in any degree materially afFeded) as one of the perfons who 
^were prefent at the traniadion. He might have appeared and 
contradided that aflertion; he has not appeared and contradiAed 
ifaat afTertion, he therefore muft be taken from his filence upon 
this occafion, to have aflented to the truth of that ajQertion. 
- I would likewife obferve, that Green, the man vAio in fome 
iefpe£b contradifts Groves, was called on the part of the Crown 5 
and I think that you will believe, that thofe who had the manage* 
ment of this bufmefs on the part of die Crown, v4ien they called 
that man, had no idea of concealing from you any circumftance 
of which diey could obtain evidence for your information. He 
likewilehimfelf, upon his Crofs Examination, admitted fomediing 
which might give fome fort of colour to the evidence of Groves 
•— But^ Gendemen, put out of your coniideration all the evi- 
dence that Groves has given—- put out of your confidcration 
Ibefe knives, and a dioufand other little trifling circumftances— -« 



KbU will And all tlie parol evidence given, confirmeit by l!ii 
written papers — You will find not one word of diat parol evi* 
dence contradiftedy except fo far as the evidence of Green, one 
of the witneiles on the part of the Crown, contracCfis the evi- 
dence of GroveSy another witnefe on the part of the Crown, ia 
this fingle circumftaiKe — at the &ne time that hundreds and 
hundreds of people might have contradicted the greateft part of 
the parol evidence which ^as been given, if it had been tfaou^ 
fafe for the prffoncr to bring thofe peribns to the bar. 

You will like wife reccdle£k the .paper of the Ins and Outs, 
which was certainly an incitement to arm^exadtiy upon the fiune 
principle as that which was proceeded upon at Sheffield^ inciting 
the people to provide arms for felf-defence^-rdve perfixis who ib 
incited them^ having no reaibn vrfiatever fe)r inciting them to 
arm, for any particular object, at that moment, but Amply fix 
the purpofe of providing with arms the peribns whom they mcanl 
afterwards to make ufe of^ and having the power X» refrain fnxft 
telling t^em the application which they meant tff'maks of them, 
l$ll the moment when it would be convenient for tbem t» 
do fo. 

Gentlemen, I have, addreflcd you beyond my ftrength* — I fedl 
myfelf unable to fey any thing more, though I am well perfuaded^ 
indeed I well recdlefty there are many things I meant to have 
ftated, which I have not ftatedr To the.utmoft of my power, I 
Mave done my duty. — I truft you will do yours.-— It is certainly 
very harfe to our feelings, to be compelled to prefs againft any 
rtian, in a cafe the event of which may be Ae termination of his 
life. — Youy Gentlemen, are to give your verdift,, accordiii( 
to the truth of the evidence laid before you^^-If that (hould 
enable you ta give a verdid of acquittal, I have no doubt that 
you will give it with joy.- -If it fhould compel you to girt? 
a contrary verdift; bkter though the cup may be, you may not 
pafs it from you. You have a folemn duty to perfonn; yoir 
muft tax your own feelings ; you muft perform it. I havehadi 
duty which I have found not only difficult to fulfil^ but painful t^ 
my own feelings. I have endeavoured to difcharge it faitfafiiUjti 
Raving done fo, I will now trouble you no longer* 

5 bri 
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Lord Chiefyujlice Eyre. We arc at the feventh day of this trial ; 
ftnd it comes to me now to fum up this great and momentous 
eaufe. Is it eXpefted or wifEed, on the part of the Prifoiier par- 
ticularly, and alfo on the part of the ProfeCutor, that the whole of 
this written evidence fhoiild be repeated to the Jury ; or, would 
it be f^tisfaftory to every body, that the parol evidence only fhould 
be uimmed up to the Jury^ that they fhould be left to their recol- 
Icdion of the written evidence, together with the produdionof fuch 
parts of the written evidence, as, in die courfe of the fumming up, 
-it may appear to me to be ileceflary to have recourie to.— -If it is 
St all the wifh of the Prifoner in particular, or the Couiifel for the 
-Prifenerj or if it is infifted upon on the part of the Proiecutor^ 
I fliall not at all regret the expence bf my time, or bodily fatigue, 
« fiur as it may be necefiary for me perfonally Ko go through it.— 
I would willingly fpare the Jury, if I could, becaufe their labour 
lias been infinite; and, if I were to go through the whole of the 
written evidence) I am very apprehenfive that I (bould only load 
diem with an imperfect recolleSion of a mafi of evidence, which, 
if it was i}:ated again to them, they would in truth be Icfs pre^ 
:pared to receive die obfervations that I {hall make upon thofe 
Jparts of the evidence that appear to me to be material. 

Mr. Attorney GenerdL On the part of the profecution, it ap-> 
pears to me^ that I cannot better confult the intereft of the public, 
dian to leave the execution of this duty to that difcretion wfaidi 
prefides herev 

Mr. Erjkineh I fhall not exprefs my own fentiment, becaufe 
Ae Attorney General has exprefled my fentiment completely.-— 
Z leave it entirely to the difcretion of your LordQiip; and 
Mr. Hardy defires me to ftate his confidence in the juftice of the 
Court, and to exprels his acquiefcence in the mode your Lord- 
ihip propofes* 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre* Then I will take that courfe.-im^ 
If, in fumming up, there is any paper I fhould not ftate, 
which the Counfel on either fide, and particularly the Cpun- 
&] for the Prifoner, fhould think may dirow light on what I do 
ftate, if they will be fo good as put me in mind of it, as I go 
4>ii, it ihall certainly be read* 

Ya «CrAfMING 
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SUMMING UP. 

Lord Chief Justice Evre, 

Gentlemen of the Jury, 

The prifoner at the baf< Thortias Hardy, ftands indifted faf 

fliat he, together with Jc4in Home Tooke — John Auguftui 

Bonney—Stewart'Kyd — Jeremiah Joyce — Thornas Wardlc— 

Thomas Holcroft— John Richter — Matthew Mo6re — ^Johii . 

-Thelwall— -Richard Hodgfon, and John Baxter — has cooipaffed 

and imagined the death of the King: — -The language of tfe 

charge is — " That they confpired, comlpaffed, imagined and itt- 

•* tended, to ftir Up, move and excite infurreSiony rebellion and 

** war, againft the King, within this Kingdom of Great Britain, 

" and to fubvert and alter the Legiflature, rule and Government 

" therein eftablifhed, and to depofe the King from the royal ftate^ 

" title, power and Government of this Kingdom > and, to bring 

*' and put the Kin^ to death, and to fulfil, perfefl:, and bring to 

" efFeft their Treafons and trcafonable compaflings and imagina- 

■ *' tions aforefeid," they committed feveral overt a6ts, which are 

charged in this IndiiSlment. — The firft overt aft charges ^ Acir 

" meeting, confulting, confpiring and agreeing to caufe and pro- 

" cure a Convention and meeting of the King's Subjefb to bt 

" aflembled within the Kingdom, with intent, and in order that the 

** perfons fo to be aflembled, might j without and in defiance of the 

*" authority, and againft the will of the Parliament, fubvert, alter, 

" and caufe tO be fubverted and altered, the Legiflature, rule anil 

-*' Government now eftabliflied, and to depofe, and caufe to be 

" depofed, the King from the royal ftate, title, power and Goverrt- 

** ment thereof." 

The fecond overt aft charges him with " writing, compofing 
^ and publifliing (the more readily and efFeftually to afTemblefiidi 
" Convention for the traitorous purpofes aforelaid, and diereby ta 
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^ accomplifh the fame) divers books, pamphlets, letters, inftruc* 
** tions, refolutions, orders, declarations, addrefles and writings, 
^ purporting, and containing therein, incitements, encourage- 
^ ments and exhortations, to move, induce and perfuade the 
** King's ^ubjecSts to choofe, depute and fend, and caufe to bs. 
^ chofen, deputed and fent, perfons, as Delegates, to compofe and 
f conftitute fuch (Convention." 

The third overt aft charges them " with meeting, confulting 
^ and deliberating the more readily and efFeftually to affemble 
.^ fuch Convention, for the traitorous purpofes aforefaid, con- 
** cerning the calling and affembling fuch Convention, and how, 
•** .when and where the fame fliouW be aflembled and held, and 
^ by what means the Subjefts of our faid Lord the King {hould 
.^ and might be induced and moved to fend perfons, as Delegates, 
^ to compofe and conftitute the fame." 

.The fourth overt a<9: charges them with f^ confenting and 
F agreeing, for the fame purppfe, that Jeremiah Joyce-— John 
5* Auguftus Bopneyr--^ John Home Tooke— Thomas Wardle— 
^ Matthew Moore— -John Thelwall — John Baxter — Richard 
^ Hodgfon — John Lovettr— William Sharpe, and John Pearfon^ 
^ fhould meet, confer and co-operate ampng themfelves, fpr and 
^ towards the calling and affembling fuch Convention.*? 

.The fifth ovejrt aft is for " caufing and procuring to be made 
^ axid provided, and confenting and agreeing to the making and 
^ providing of divers arms and offenfive weapons ; that is to iay, 
^ guns, mufkets, pikes and axes, for the purpofe of arming divers 
^ fubjefts of our faid Lord the King, in order and to the intent 
5* that the lame fubjefts fhould and might, unlawfully, . forcibly 
.tt m^ traitoroufly oppofe and withftand our Lord the King, in 
u t^e due and lawful cxercife of his royal power and authority, in 
^ the execution of the }aws and ftatutes of this realm, and 
» fhould and might, unlawfully, forcible and traitoroufly fubver^ 
.«* and alter, and aid and affift in fubverting and altering, without 
^ and in defiance of the authority, and againft the will of die 
#* Parliament of this Kingdom, the Legiflature, rule and Gpvern- 
If ' ment cftablifbed in this Kingdom, and to depofe, and to ai4 
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** and alEft in depofmg the King frpn^ die rciyal flate, tide^ 
" power and goverment of this Kingdom.'* 

The fixth overt aft charges, f meeting, confpiriag and agtce- 
^' ing to raife, levy and make an infurre£tion, rebellion and war 
.^ within this Kingdom, againft the King." 

The feventh overt aft charges the " meeting, conTpiring, catt^ 
^ fuldng and agreeing to fubvert and alter, and caulie to be 
^ fubverted and altered, the Ltgiflature, rule and Govemment 
^ eftablifhed in this Kingdom, and to depoie, and caufe to be de- 
^' pofed, the King from his royal ftate, title, power and govem- 
** ment of this Kingdom." 

The eighdi overt suSt charges thefe peribns with ^ preparing 
^ and compofing divers books, pamphlets, letters, dedarations, 
<^ inftruAions, refolutions, orders, addreiTes and writings, and 
<< with difperiing the fame, containing thereiq, incitements, en- 
*< coi^ragements and exhortations to move, induce and perfuade 
^ the fubjefts of our faid Lord the King, to aid and affift in 
^^ carrying into effedk fuch traitorous fubverfion> alteration and 
f depofition, and alfo containing therein, information, inftruc- 
<* tions and dire^ons to the fubje£ls of our faid Lord the Kii^, 
^ how, when and upon what occafions the traitorous purpcfes 
<^ laft aforefaid, ihould and might be carried into eSe&J* 

The ninth overt zSt charges the ^ procuring and providing 
f< arms and oflFenfive weapons, (to wit) guns, mufkets, pikes 
^ and axes, therewith to levy and wage war, infurre£tioo and 
^ rebellion againft our iaid Lord the Kij^, within this 
•« Kingdom," 

For the prefcnt, Gentlemen, you will attend to die c:videticf, 
with a view only to die eftablifbment of fome or other of tbofe 
fa<Sts which are fo charged as overt a£te, the general dk& 
of the evidence, I fhall Cake occafion to ftate to you, with ob- 
fervations upon it, when I come to ftat^ the whole ol the 
evidence together. 

The firft witnefs that was called, after the written evidoM 
was in a great meafure gone through, was William Carnage^ vho 
/aid, he was a member of the Society at Sheffield -, that he bccns 
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Co the latter end of the year 1791 ; that he zAed as Secretary, ht 
believes, five or fix months ; he ceafed to ad in that capacity^ 
about the latter end of April or May laft — he ufed to fign (he 
letters, which were often written by others— -the bufincfs of the 
Society was managed by different perfons — there was a Com- 
mittee-— the leading perfons of the Committee were one David 
Martin, who ufed to attend' the Committee} J<An AUcock^ 
George Widdtfon, and Matthew Lodwin— they were perfons 
concerned in writing thefe letters-^^that the profeffed object they 
had in view, was a Parlitmcatary Reform— 9-that they chofi: 
^atthcw Campbell Brown a Delegate to the Scotch Con- 
vention, and that he was fent to Brown^ at Edinburgh, by the 
Society, to carry him cafh^ He fays, there was, at firft, a Par<p 
Jiamentary Reform prc^fed to be brought about by petition to 
Parliament Being afked what was dieir next meafure, fup- 
pofing their petition was rejected, he faid, he neyer heard any 
other fpecific plan, propofed by Mr^ Yorke, or pointed out by 
jbim. 

He fajrs, the Society was threatened to be difperfe4 in their meet- 
ings, by the people of Sheffield, by the oppofite party } that they 
thought it neceflary that they fliould have arms for their own defence | 
and he approved of it ; he did not fee any barm ii> the bufinefs } but 
ihey hada right to be armed for their own defence) againft any 
illegal attack from that party, and to protect tfadr meetings ; this, he 
fiudy was die general idea amongft a great many, wbpfe names he 
4CQuld not mention at prefent, he fxys^ Mr^ Yorke approved die 
jdea. He was fhewn the blade of a pike ; he faid, it was fhewn 
po Mn Yprke by Henry Hill, whp is here as a iyitne(s, who is a 
fi iho&rmaker's knife-forger; as well as he recpllects, it was 
Hill who made ^t blade of ^ pike ; he faid, he heard nothing 
f)f any other fort of arms^ an4 nothing of arms In any other 
Country 9 he iaid| be did not know of any quandty being made^ 
exce[^ting three do^^en, which were made, he believes, by Hill ; 
)ie fitys, he (aw a pike-handle at Widdiibn's; it was aboi^t eight 
or nine o'clock at night, when he went to Yorke's about it; that 
ao perfon was prefent^ 

T4 «« 
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He fays, he was at the meeting upon the Caftle Hill, tt 
Sheffield ; that, at that time, there was no recommendation of 
arms. He fays, he knew Davifon, who was fervant to Gafe; 
and he alfo knew Robert Moody- Yorke reconunended,^ dot 
Parliament ihould not be petitioned ; he heard of a» addrefe to the 
People J he fays, that Yorke was drawn hcwne in a carriage, 
without horfes J he heard. Yorke difapprove of the Scotch Con- 
vention i for he thought the people were very. much ui^)re- 
pared. 

He proves a letter produced, to be under D^vifon's hand, 
addrefled to Hardy, and that he had feen it in Davifon^s pot 
feifion at Sheffield. Davifon, he iays, cailie originally from 
Leeds ; and he a£ted as Secretary at Leeds. He (ajrs, he defired 
that a letter 'from Hardy might he dire£ted to Moody; and be 
faid, the proper Secretary's name, which waS Broomhead, was 
ftruck out, becaufe they thought fome letters to the Secretary 
had been intercepted* Hq. (aid. Moody put handles to diree 
dozen pikes ; they were foniewhere about feven feet long, made 
of fir; the blades about ten inch^; they were about the &me 
Ibape as a bayonet, fluted and pointed ; there were^ nojie fhaftedy 
that he knew of, of any other fhape ; one was made before, which 
was not of that fhape ; and, as well as he recolle<^ it, that oae 
was (hewn to Yorke. He faid, that Davifon is gone off. He 
is afked as to a night cat ; he fays, he knows what it is ; it ftanda 
four ways ; the ufe of it, he fays, is to a^ againft Cavalry, by 
being thrown into the flreet.^ ^This is his original evidence. ■ 

Upon his Crofs Examination, he fays, a Parliamentary Refixm 
was his obje<a-^-a more equal Reprefentation in the Houfe of 
Commons ; he had ^o idea of any thing being meditated againft 
the King's Majefty, or ^he Houfe pf Lords j there pever was aa 
individual of the Society had any fu<;h thought j they bad po idea 
of carrying their Reforip on by force, or to overthrow die iiv-* 
clinations of the people at large, and the inclinations of Par- 
liament ; he would not have continued ^ member, if there had 
been an idea offeree; if the objedl they had then in view, might 
unfortunately have affedted the fafety or thg honour of the Sovcn 
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ragn upon the throne, he would not have condnucd in tliat 
• Society. 

He (aid, he generally read the papers before he figned them, 
but not always ; he continued to be a Member after he ceafed to 
be Secretary, till the time he was taken up ; he faw no reafon to 
fuppofe they intended a mifchief of diis fort ; they began to be 
tiireatened with interruptions in March, 17945 he never heard 
Aat the proppfed Convention, was to put down the King anJ 
Ae Parliament, and to take upon themfelves the fundions of 
Government; the Sheffield Society thought that the Scotch 
Convention would petition, and that the Houfe of Commons 
Nirould attend to the appliqation of a large number, when a frnaQ 
number of individuals might be negIe<Sbed ; that he fhould have 
diought himfelf the moft abandoned of mankind, if he had con* 
tittued a Member of the Society, if they had taken up fuch fenti- 
ments ; he faid, he had never any reafon to believe that there was 
an intent to deftroy the Conftitution. He faid, they were afraid 
of the oppofite party making an attack upon them ; they thought 
what they were doing was legal ; they had no intention of arm- 
ing againft the King and Parliament; he would not have re^ 
mained another day in that Society, if that had been the ufe 
intended to be made of thefe arms ; but he thought they had 
a right to have arms for their own defence, upon the Bill of 
Rights, againft any of Aofe people that might attack them: 
Yorke bid it was fo. He could not take upon himfelf to tell 
what the Delegates of die Convention meant to do. He believes 
it was die cheapnefs of die article that recommended the pikes. 
As to the cat, he did not know that any were made from the 
model ; he had feen, fome years ago, fomething of that kind at 
NewcafUe ; and, as he recolleds, as to the time, it was fome 
time about die American war ; the letter alluded to in this man's 
evidence, is addrefled to ^ Citizen Hardy, Na 9, Piccadilly^ 
f* London,'* 

«* Fellow Citizen, The barefaced Ariftocracy of die prefent 
# Admipiftration has made it neceffary that we fhould be pre^ 
f^ pared to a& on the defenfive, againft any attack they may 
f poounand dieir n^v[ly armed minions to ouke upon us, a 

«* plan 



( 33^ ) 

« plan has been hit upon, and if encduraged' fufficlendy, wiB^ 
•• no doubt, have the effeft, of furnifhing a quantity of pil^ 
* to die patriots great enough to make diem formidable, the 
^ blades are made of fteel tempered and poliihed after an ap- 
^ proved form ^ they may be fixed into any fbafts> but fir (met 
^ are recommended of the girt of the accompanying hoc^atdie 
^ top, and about an inch more at the bottom; die blades and 
^ hoops, more than which cannot be properly lent to any 
■^ great diftance, will be charged one (hilling; money to be fent 
*^ with the orders. As the inftitution is in its io£uaey^ im? 
*^ mediate encouragement is neceflary." They have ftruck out, 
« Orders may be fent to the Secretary of the Sheffield Conftir' 
•* tutional Society. 

« Sheffieldy (Signed) RICHARD DAVISON.'* 

^ Jpril 24, 1794." 

*' To prevent poft fufpicion, direft to Mr^ Robert Moody, 
*^ Joiner, Cheney Square, She£|eld. Fleaie to ^rward die 
^ enclofed." 

The witnefs fays Davifon might have the (ame views for dx 
people in London, as the witnefs l^d in Sheffield; he fiiys the 
pikes would coft about twenty pen^e. Being afked if he ever 
heard of fuch a place as the Parrot in (jrcen Arbour Alky, 
London, he &y$ he does not know any thing of it. 

The next, witnefs is William Brooofihead, he is a Cutler at 
Sheffield, and was amember of the Conftitutioiial Society diere at 
its jirft inftitution in 1 791; he fays he did not know diat he 
was one of the twelve who were afibcjated with the London CofUr 
ftitutional Society; he has fpme idea of a letter having been 
written that they might a£l in conjunddon, but never heard rf 
die affociation; he was Secretary of the Society in Sheffield fee 
the laft five nK)ntl^$ before he was apprehended, whidi was in 
April; he hys the objedl of the Society v^ras a Parliamentary 
Reform, by meeting and endeavouring to enlighten each other, 
and to fpread the knowledge of grievances, that they might 
unitedly apply in the moft unexceptionable mode for a Reform 
of Parliament ; the term Univerial Suffrage he di4 not hear of 
till the Edinburgh Convention; he fays he knosys Yodc^ 
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iwho fometimes goes by another name, by the name of Red^ 
head, he refided at Sheffteld feveral times ; he cannot tell exsL3:lf 
liow long, the laft time might be fix, feven, or eight weeks. 
The witi>efs ki^ows Gale; he fays Yorke ufed to attend the 
weekly meetings during his laft vifit at Sheffield, but he way 
4K)t a fettled inhabitant of the place ; that he was confidered as 
a man of confiderable abilities, and an orator, and treated widi 
fefpeSti be (aid he wrote feveral pamphlets at Sheffield; he 
u(ed to bring parts of them to be read to the Society at thefe 
meetings. 

The Society held thefe meetings in a fmall and in a large 
foom ; there was an elevation for the fpeaker, which fome called 
|he pulpit, fome the tribune; from this tribune Mr. Yorke ad- 
(drefled the Society, He was at the meeting upon the Caftle Hill, 
Mr. Yorke was there, and expatiated very largely upon the 
corruptions which had crept into the Conftitution, or rather th^ 
evils complained of; he fays his manner of fpeaking fometimes 
carried him further than he ought, he was peculiarly energetic, 
fiery, very warm, very ftrong, but that he faid nothing contrary 
to the Law and Conftitution. 

■ He fays it was fetded at a previous meeting, tfiat he the 
:M^itnefs, {hould make a motion for a petition to the Houfe of 
Commons, in order that it might be over-ruled, for the pur- 
poie of introducing another motion in its place; he fays he 
made his motion and it was obje^ed to, with a view to the intra* 
ducing another ; he fays there were four of them of the Committee, 
bimfelf and three more--^hat feveral people were aflembled; 
the new motion was tq petition his Majefty, it was drawn up 
before they affembled, for a Reform in Parliament; that Mr. 
Yorke addreffed the people, that the petition was fent to Lon- 
4oi) to Earl Stanhope, but he did not think fit to prefent it ; 
they afterwards agreed that Mr.Yorke's fpeech fhpuld be printed; 
it was printed and publilhed at Sheffield ; a printed cppy was fliewn 
to the witnefs, he believes that which is now produced v/as one; 
there were fome, he fays, to be had at Mr. Gale's (hop ; he fays at 
their private meetings copies of this were direfted to be fent to 
^veral perfons; feveral pacjccts^ to die amount of twenty-four, 

■ or 
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mr more^ were wrapped up feparatejy, put in ± box, and fent tt 
the prifoner. 

The witnefs fays he was applied to by one John Allcock lo 
become Secretary ; he fays he had nothing elfe to do,, that the 
war kad deftroyed his bufmefs, and therefore he accepted itj 
be heard a report of arms in Sheffield i that other people me^ 
but he purpofely avoided meddlii^g, in thought or a^ widi any 
matter of that fort ; he heard of arms in the Society, a few dayi 
before this meeting ; it had been fpoken of as ^ ^ight of the 
fubjeft to have in their power the means of defence ; be lays a 
ipurious hand-bill had been publiihed iii die town^ be iays that 
tfie having arms was fpoken of ^s a nght> he thinks it was 
after the meeting at the Caftle Hill ; he fays it was at a public 
meeting of the Society, there v^ere feveral .other people who 
wer^ not members of the Society, ^ey were introduced by 
lBen>ber$ as vifitors ; he iays he neye^ iaw a pike till he was 
broiight to London, but that pike$ lyere talked of; he &w a 
model of a night cat, which was o^y like a play-thing for a 
^hild, that it b^d four fpikes, one Charles Rhodes produced it| 
that the converfation about it was not a ferious one, but he con* 
fidered it as the a<Sl of a cbild^ and it was talkeij of in a careleis, 
idle way. 

He fays he remembers Yorke faying we wc;re in a low, 
defpicable fituation, and rather than fubqiit to it, he would go 
up to London with the people that wer^ there ; thi?, he iays> h^ 
thinks was before the talking about arms ; the reafqn fpr his re- 
membering thi^ pafllige was the pain he felt at hearing any 
jthing of that forjt (aid, for, he fays, that for himfelf he fears God^ 
^dhonours the King. 

He fays that he has feen a pamphlet of the fort of this that 
was now produced j thgt upon the Faft Day the people afl^n-r 
bled at the top of the town, that there were a thousand or two 
ihouiand, and that they ^(fted as defcribed in that paper. Thq 
paper was fouiid i}pon Hardy by Mr. Lauzun, an^. proved 
by this witnefs, it is an account of the Faft Pay, .as gb* 
ferved at Sheffield, and of a ferious Ledlure which was held 

there, the tide of it i^ « Faft Day, as qbferyed at Sheflkld, 

^ aieripu^ 
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^* a ferious Lefture cfelivered at ShefEelfl, February the iStfi, 
« 1794, being the day appointed for a General Faft j to which 
•^ are added a Hymn and Refolutions." 

The Lecture turns upon the deftruiftidn of the priefts of 
Baai. The Hymn does not feem to have any thing very nc- 
Cefiary to be ftated j there are thefe ftanzas in it. 

" O tfiou whofe awful word can bind 
*' The raging waves, the raging wind, 
^ Mad Tyrants tame, break down the high, 
^ Whofe haughty foreheads beat die flcy. 

« Make bare thine arm, great King of Kings, 
« That arm alone fklvation brings ; 
^ That wonder working arm, which broke 
^ From IfraePs neck the Egyptian yoke. 

« Burft every dungeon, every chain, 
^ Give injured Slaves their rights again; 

** Let truth prevail, let difcord ceafe, ' • 

•«* Speak-*-and the world ihall fmile in peace.**. 

The Refolutions are^ 
• Refolved uhanimoufly, 

^ I. That war^ the wretched artifice of Courts, is a fyftem 
** of rapine and blood unwcM-thy of rational beings, ahd utterly 
^ repugnant to the mild and benevolent principles of the Chriftian 
* religion." 

" 2. That if the prefent war be a war of combined Kings 
*** againft the people of France, to overthrow that liberty which 
^ they are ftruggling to eftablifh, it is in our opinion a war of 
^ the moft diabolical kind.'* 

^ 3. That when public &fts and humiliations are ordered 
•^ widi the fame breadi which commands the ihedding of oceans 
5^ of human blood, however they may anfwer the purpofes of 
^ State policy, they are folenin proftitutions of religion.** 

<^ 4« That the landing of Heffian troops in this Country (a 

? ferocious 
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^ ferocious and unprincipled horde of Sutchers) witiioai <*i6tt& 
^ fent of Parliament, has a fufpictous and alarming appearance) 
^ is contrary to the fpirit of our Conftitudon^ and delerving of 
« the marked indignation of every Englifiiman/* 

*^ 5* That it is high time to be upon our guards iince 4iefe 
^^ armed monflers may in a moment be let loofe upon us, par^r 
** ticularly as the erefUon of barrafcks throughout the kingdom^ 
^ may only have1)een an introdudory meafure to the filling diem 
" with Foreign Mercenaries*'* 

« 6* That the high and free born tninds of Brltorts rcvoK 
^ at the idea of fuch a ilaviih fyftem, and cannot be fo iar 
<^ broken as to kifs the hand, which would chain diem to its 
« will. 

** 7. That peace and liberty are die offspring of Heatren, and 
^ that life without diem is a burdien/^ 

^^ 8. That the thankn of diis meeting are due to Earl Stanhope 
** for his modonand fpirited fpeech for acknowledging th^ French 
^^ Republic, and reftoring peaCe to our diftreffed Coiintry, for 
^ his modons and able fpeech in behalf of die perieccited and 
** fuffering patriots^ Meffrs. Muir, Palmer^ Skinring, and Mar- 
" garot. In which he nobly flood alone, and alfo for the whole 
" of his truly animated and benevolent exertions in fupport 0^ 
" the injured rights of the peoplei'* 

*< 9* The thanks of this meeting are alfd due to Mn She- 
*^ ridan for his nervous and eldquent fpeeches in the caufe of 
** injured patriotifm^ and in fupport of die Cdnftitudon; and 
^ alfo to every other Member of Parliament who has nobly 
" ftood forward at this important erifis in fupport of the Con^ 
** ftitudorial Liberties of Englifhmen/' 

** 1O4 That if any thing had been necefTary to hare tort* 
^ vinced us of the total inefEcacy of argument againil a Mi- 
^ nifterial majority, the decifions which have lately taken place 
^ in Parliament would have fully Confirmed our opinion/' 

"II. That therefore die people have no remedy for dieir 
" grievances but a Reform in ParKament; a meafure which we 
f^ determine never to relinquifh, though we follow our brethren 
" in the iamc glorious caufe to Botany Bay." 
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In the next page—** The London Correfpcmding Sodetf 
^ united for a Reform in Parliament. Committee Room, 
^ March 20th, 1794 — ^Rcfolved, that the Society approve the 
•* fentiments contained in the ferious Leflure delivered to the 

* Conftitutional Sodetjr at Sheffield, on the twenty-eighth of laft 
^ month, and earneftly recommended it to the peruiai of all who 
^ think civil and religious liberty a bleffing/' 

^ Refolved, that the commanding a General Faft for the 

* purpofe of imploring the divine Father of mercy and peace 
^ to fupport and profper us in the horrid ad of deliberately de« 
•* ftroying our fellow-creatures^ is repugnant to the true fpirit 

* and principles of Chriftianity, where we are commanded to 
« pray for our enemies, &c. and further confidering that a great 

* part of the people are unacquainted with the nature of the 

* prefent war, either as to its juftice or neceffity, every endea- 
^ vour being u(ed to keep diem ignorant of the real principles 
^ and defign for which it was commenced, to approach and to 
** fupplicate the Omnictent Power under fuch circumftances, 
^ and for fuch a purpofe, muft indeed be dreadful, flnce know« 
^ ledge and convidion are wanting ; the worfe dian hypocri- 
^ tical hearts of diofe ^o are the authors of fuch a meafure, 
^ although they at prefent impc^ upon the ignorant and ere-- 
^ dulous by fuch d^teftable, fuch pretended fhow of devotion, 
^ cannot e(cape the chaftifement of that power vrfiom they thu9 
^ infulty and from whofe juc^ment there is no appeal. 

. «* T. HARDY, Secretary." 

The next paragraph is:— »^ Society for Codlitutional In- 

* formation^ March aiftj 1794. 

^ Refol^ed,^ that the Secretary of this Society be direfted to 
^ write to the Friends of Peace and Reform,^ at Sheffield, and 

* to afiure them, that this Society views, with pleafure, their 
^ fteady exertions to obtaui a &ir Reprefentation of the People 
^ of Great-Britain, in Par!iamenty and the proper nvethods which 
^ they have taken to employ, ufefiiUy, thofe'days which may be 
^ appointed ibr public fafts« 

" D. ADAMS> Secr^ry-'* 

Thif. 
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• This publication, and the refplutions thm entered- ifitt^^Qi 
tfie hA day, at Sheffield, received the approbation of bodi Sdii 
cieties, the Conftitutional, and alTo the London Correipoodin| 
Society* 

William Broomhcad goes on with his evidence :— 4ie fays, tak 
the Society confifts of about fix hundred ; they never amounted 
to many more ; certainly not to two thouiaiid ; they had beeil 
reprefented to be of that number in fome papers, which led t» 
'Ais explanation. The diftribution into dtvifions, or feftions, vm 
not regularly kept; that they were to meet as thej though 
proper ; but that they were to collecSt a penny a week eadi^ tt 
make a fiind ; he fays, diat that part of the bufmeis was not pro^ 
perly attended to ; the diftrid: meetings were not regulariy and 
properly attended to* — He fays, that a Gentleman, finom Halifio, 
read the le£bure, and that the pamphlets were fold, but tfaey fail 
not a very extenfive iale ; the witnefs himfelf compofed a piaycr 
tiiat was ufed upon the occafion ; the copy was delivered to the 
Printer, and it was fettled, at a private meeting of fome (tf the 
members, that it fhould be fo printed. 

- They next go to the proceedings at Sheffield, in the open aiTi 
en the feventh of April, 1794, which are alfo in print, and were 
found upon the prifoner, which I think fhould be read to jonhr^ 
I have only to obfcrve, at prefent,-upon this paper, that, as to the 
general libellous turn of it, nothing very material to the prefeot 
queflion arifes, but that there is one paflage in the petition, which 
may be very material for your confideration, where he talks of an 
impending ftorm, conneding that with the date, which is the 
feventh of April, 1794, it may be hereafter matter for your 
confideration. 

(Fide Vol 2, pagi 188.; 

I thought It neceflary that the whole of this paper fliould bo 
read, becaufe the paper has been very much relied upon in die 
caufe, and becaufe different conftruSions have been put upon 
it, by the Counfel in fupport of the profecution, and by the 
Counfel on the part of the prifoner 5 the importance of it is not 
drawn fo much from its general extravagance, as it is from the 

particular 
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fMrticular tircumftance that it purports to refolve, that the body 
I Jbat inrere >dien affbmbled at SheiEeld, would petition Parliament 
A9 ouire, and would try fome other courfey what was meant by 
pcudtjoning Parliament no more^ and what was meant by trying 
Ime otheif courfei wjU be a tubjfiSt for your deliberations when 
^fqjd taikt thi$ paper, with all die circumftances that preceded it, 
Mki that fdlowed it, keeping in your minds, that this is a paper 
.which was publiibed among a very numerous fet of people, 
j^flcmbled at Sheffield, yi& about the time that the propofition fo^ 
^ Convention of the People was under confideration, in a Com- 
jpiittee of Cqrrefpondeii^ce ^fid Co-operation of the two Societies, 
Ac Conftitutionid sind Correfponding Societies, in London, and 
/Aat this paper was found in t^ hands of Hardy, the prifoner at 
Ac Bar, the Secret^ of one of thefe Societies ; at prefent I 
fofix no further ohfervation upon this paper, only recommending 
vto you, as far as you can, to keep the general import of it in 
your iTiinds, that you may underftand the application of it, when 
.k comes to be examined hereafter, on both fid^. 

The original examination of Broomhead was finiihed by 
leading thefe papers; he was then crofs-eimmined ; he faid there 
W9» a haod^biU circulated for the purpoie, as he fuppofed, of 
exciting the people againft the Society; it was a call to the 
pec^e to arm againft foreign and domeftic enemies ; that the 
adverfe party tx> him, and his friends, at Sheffield, had given 
.out) that they fhould be able to do nothing with him, nor his 
party, the Society, till they could caufc a riot; that, from this, 
he underftood, that arms came to be talked of that it was to oppoTe 
illegal force, fuch as had been ufed at Birmingham, and at Man- 
cbefter; fuch as was againft the law of the land; he fays. Gale 
had, in his hand, the hand-^bill, at the time they were talking of 
arms; and there were feveral refolves printed, in his paper, the 
vreck following, being a direcSk anfwcr to it, mentioning fomc- 
diing upon the matter. 

Being a&ed, if any of die people in diis Society to which he 
belonged, had any idea of making any attack upon the King, or 
the Houfc of Lords, or had any idea of altering die Government, 
in that xefpeft; h^ fays, i% ym ^ much his intention to fly to 

Vol, IV. Z die 
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the fun ; he fays, his objeft was to enlighten die people iW?fi?? 
them the ground of all their complaints and fufFeriiigs \ f J 
when a perfon worked for twelve hours a day, and could mi ja 
a living, that was what he underftood of it; their objeS 
Parliamentary Reform ; as fuch they correfponded with the 
ciety of the Friends of the People, as well as the Conftitui 
Society; he fays, he would not have been a member of this 
ciety, if there had been any idea like that of attacking the King, 
or the Houfe of Lords ; he does not think there was fuch a 
wicked man among them; that Parliamentary Reform, in the 
Houfe of Commons, was their obje£t ; that the idea was, that 
King, Lords, and Commons might, with the concurrence of die 
Nation, make a Reform ; that no cme, in SheflSeld, doubted but 
that the objedl was to attain this peaceably; and that there was 
no intent, to his knowledge, to ufe any force. Then he addedi 
what wicked people might have done, in that cafe, he ooril 
not anfwer for ; he fays, he would not have fent a man tber^ 
as a Delegate, if he had fuppc^ed he would not have zStei 
peaceably. 

When he viras re-examined, he was afked as to one AfhtoOi 
who had been Secretary to their Society ; he (aid, they mi^ 
have fent, for aught he knew, to the Friends of die People, to 
fayj that they would have no more to do with diem ; and it migfit 
have been difcuflfed in their meeting, whether they would have 
any more to do with them, becaufe they were not fit for their 
purpofe. Gentlemen, you will find, in the courfe of the cor- 
refpondence here, a letter, which had been written by this Sodetj, 
after they had correfponded with the Society the Friends of 
the People, written to the London Correfponding, or Conftitu- 
tional Society, in which they fay, that they did not care to have 
any thing more to do with that Society, the Friends of the Pcopk» 
not thinking them honeft. 

He fays, he does not know of a refolution being come to^ to 
write that letter; it might have been after he was gone; he 
fays he took fome part in the debate, and does not believe dnt 
they, the Society of the Friends of the People, were honeft; that 
dsough they had promifed taufe all Conftitutional means; diqr 

were 
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Klatisfled With them ; this might be about the twenty-fixdi 
1 1792, After the hand-bill had been publifhed, he fays 
ublifhed a counter advertifemcnt, and they took the fame 
in their counter advertifement, as had been taken in this 
bill, and had it inferted in Gale's paper, calling upon the 
fe to arm againft foreign invaders, and domeftic enemies. 
'^He was afked, as he fays they had been threatened, whether, 
before theyjarmed, they had applied to any Magiftrate ; he fays, no. 
He ftates that Gale and Yorke, two of the aftive members of this 
Society, propofed diefe papers, and that the Society winked at 
Acir doing it ; by which he meant to convey, that they were 
more violent than they fhould have been; that they winked at 
dieir doing it, as having a good opinion of them. He fays, that 
die refolution refpefting landing of Hefiian Troops, was pafled 
long before this hand bill ; he knows nothing of the intelligence 
that was fent at the time to the London Correfponding Society, 
by Davifon, nor heard any thing of it, till he was informed of it, 
at his examination, before the Privy Council. He fays, he 
cannot anfwer for every body that was in this Society; there 
might be wicked men among all bodies; that as to this Davifon, 
if he fent the letter, it was without his knowledge. There were 
Aen read refolutions of the date of the twenty-firft of March, 
1794, of the Conftitutional Society, and of the twentieth of 
March, of the London Correfponding Society, returning their 
thanks for the lecture, and the proceedings, upon the faft day; 
and the witnels fays, that the le6hire was re-printed in London, 
in llie year 1794* 

The next witnefs is Henry Alexander; he was a member of the 
London Correfponding Society, belonging to the Divifion, which 
met at Robins's Coffee Houfe,Shire Lane ; that he was the ninety- 
fifdi member of that divifion; he became a member in Novem- 
ber, 1793, and Yorke alfo was a member of that Society; he 
remembers Yorke being there when the room was quite full ; 
there were between fixty and a hundred people; that Yorke took 
his leave of the Society by a fpeech ; that he talked of going to 
fome place, which he called Bel-gi^um ; that he underfiood him, 
he was to head the French army, and that they would be ripe for a 

Z 2 Revolutioa 



JlevcJutloil' by ChrjAmass Vihsx was r^Iy Ciid^ how tf^^^l 
muft have mifunderftood, we caitnot very well guefS| 1> - ^^B 
it could not have pafled exactly as he underftands^ li _ .^^^^H 
m^ant by, " they would be ripe for a Revolution by Cfarifbiy^H 
wbether he fne;int^ that the p^urt of the world, where he ^n 
going, would be ripe for ^ Revoliitioo, or whctlier he - -* 
when he came home, they would be ripe fcr a Revpluu 
not at all appear, by this cn^^s evidence, any way that yQu can | 
dopend upon; btit, he adds, that he hoped to come to Ic : ' 

the head of thmi; that is, 1 fuppofe^ the French i aiid h. ^ 

of having the honour of being a mejnber of the Convcntionj in 
Fraace | be hoped he ibould comev at their head, hiihcr t ihal di« 
Society would join them j that Mr- Pitt'Sj the other Mimlbr^s, 
and the King's head, fliould be upon Temple Bar; that tin 
King and Queen of France had met with what they defervcdi 
that the Sans Cullotes were a fct of brave fellows | mud he hopdti 
when he camej that the Society would not flirink fn3m what thty 
pretended to hei he fa id, it was impoiTible to do any thing 
without iboie bloodlbed» he faid^ that there were a let of bntn 
men, at ShelHeld, 

He fays, that the night before this conver&tion pafled, tbcff 
was a man at the meeting, who came from SheiEeld^ who laid 
there were pilces, at Sheffield, at fix-pence a piece ; another man 
anfwered, that it would be right to have fomei it would only be 
living upon bread and cheefe for one day. After this the wltneft, 
fays be went and difcovered what he knew to Mn Dundas>>snd 
the Lord Mayor, for he thought it was proper Gov^crameot 
fiiould be let into the light of itj be was firft afkcd m goO 
tfieir place, by a friend of his, one Smith, a Delegate ; he wu 
aiked to be made a member i be was there fevcn dmes in tB; 
and this is the whole of his evidence. You fee the fubftance of 
it IS, he gives an account of a very extravagant convertaciorit 
fuppotd to have been hdd by this Yorke, at the meeting; whit 
you will make of it, is for you to judge. 

Upon his erofs-examination, he fays, he was a Linen Diaperi 

he rcfides now at the Rofe, in the Fleet Market i that kwuU 

Ibe Jatcer end of the year, 1793, when a friend a&cd him logo 
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Pni to one of thofe divifions; that Whitchorn feid Smith 
afked him J diat Smith, Aflilcjs and Baxter, were there; 
chat nothing happened to offend him that night; fome papert 
fytcie read ; Whitehorn had belonged to a Society, in Holborn, 
If^ch the witnefs did not know till afterwards; Aat, for his part, 
le never wifhed for a Reform in Parliament; he faid, that he had 
iCftd a paper which they gave him, to two or three of his friends; 
lie laid, he went the fecond time to fee what they were upon ; diat 
he had not, at the firfl: time, been defired to go, but that he had 
been twice after he had been at Mr. Dundas's ; he faysy Aey all 
fliook hands with Yorke at parting. 

He fays,^ he is not now in employment, and has not been fince 
May; he had been a few months at Mr. Killerby's, in Finlbury 
Square, who was a Linen Draper then; he has fince let his fhop 
to another perfon, and carries on die Tayloring bufinefs ; he had 
been before at Mn Faul(fcr*s, a Linen Draper's, in Holborn, 
jdnnoft two years; he fajrs, he was lately engaged with a 
Mr. Marley, in Holborn ; he left him on Friday laft, telling him 
be was going out of town ; the reafon, he iays, for doing that was, 
that he thought of going to Sheffield, and it would not be con- 
venient to pretend to remain in place, when he could not ftick to 
it. He was afked, jv\rhat pafTed the other nights; he fap, he 
has no particular remembrance of any thing; but the third or 
fourdi night he law Yorke, he heard Yorke fay, he had been 
to Newgate to fee Mr. Froft ; he never heard Yorke mention 
any dung about pikes, and he fays, he does not think Yorke was 
m did meeting the night that the pikes were talked of 
' Gentlemen, if much depended upon the credit of this witnefs, 
tfiere certainly are fome obfervations that go to his credit, upon 
fliis crofs-examination, at the iame time he is not contradlded as 
to the fefts which he has fworn, by any perfon that comes from the 
Divifion, it is not poffible to (ay, Aat his evidence is not to have 
regard paid to it; having regard to it, ftill you will take it with 
thofe allowances that you ought to make for an account of the 
fort diat this man has given, which is not very correft, and not 
very intelligible, in every part of it; it does feem, upon the 
ivhole, if h|S evidence is to be depended upon, that Yorke was at 
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Ais meeting ; that be was then going foinewhere, and be 
extravagantly, and of coming to London to head a ReToIutici%l 
ibmetime about Chriftmas, and hoping the Society would 
with him, when he did come ; what is to be the elFe^ of 
upon the ^ole of the cafe, you are to judge. 

Thomas Whitehorn fays, he is Shopman to a Bookfeller i htT 
became a member of the London Correfponding Society the 
fame evening with the laft witnefs ; he iays, he was there feur 
^imes; he law Yorke there once; there might be from forty 
to fixty people; anodier (ays, I think, from fixty to a hundred; 
the room was full; Yorke feemed to be very well known; he 
made a very long fpeech; he heard him fpeaking very loud; 
what it viras, he could fay nothing at all to, but he did under* 
jland fomething of his going abroad; he himfelf had lived with 
Mr. Owen, in Fleet-ftreet ; afterwards he went to a Mr. Bagftcr, 
in the Strand ; he iaw Alexander after this, but that he himlHf 
|eft the Society, having changed his fituation, and it not beii^ 
convenient to him to attend. You fee he does not confirm iii/t 
laft witnefs, as to any thing Yorke faid, but does confirm him 
as to the faft, that he was prefent when Yoirkc was prefeit^ 
and when he made a fpeech, and that he faid he v^ g<^ 
abroad. 

The next witnefs is George Widdifon; he is a Hair Drt&er 
find Turner, at Sheffield; he feys he has been a member of tbe 
Society, at Sheffield, about two years ; he faw Yorke there, at a 
ineeting in Queen-ftreet, not long after the execution of the 
King of France ; he faw him at the Caftle Hill, in the month df 
April; he ufed to drefs his hair. It was the general talk of die 
town, at the time the arms firft began making, and be made a 
dozen of pike fhafts for Gale; that Yorke enquired when dicy 
were made; when he had finifhed one, he carried it^o York^ 
and afked him, if it would do; he faid, yes; be took about i 
dozen and a half; that Mr. Wilkinfon took them; he underftocx) 
they were to be ufed in their own defence. Yorke uied to bj, 
he wanted Univerfal Suffrage, and that the Society were tjl fcf 
that; he fays, there was not much difputing about the model 
that fome weeks before Xorke left Sheffield, he (die witne6) 
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th him about this Univerfal Suflrage ; he told him 
the fdan would not do, that they would carry it too 
m which Yorke faid» ^ I have ftudied it, and nothing elfe 
do;'' he (ays, that there it ended; they differed in (en- 
ent, and had no more converiation about it— 4ie (aid, he 
4QKpe&ed to be paid for the pike handles by the people who took 
tbem* 

Upon his crois-examination, he faid — ^dut he was a friend, 
ia general, to the King — ^that the Society, in general, were— 
that he would not have continued in the Society if he thought 
they were not— that the firft notion they had of Univer(al Suf- 
frage was taken from the Duke of Richmond's plan, which was 
jcad in the Society, and generally approved of— he never under- 
fiood that it was meant to do any thing by force— 4hat he did 
not think die peoples' minds were prepared for it fby which I 
Bnderftand him to mean, prepared for the plan) — ^he thought at 
firft that it might be done widiout tumult or commotion, but 
dnt he had changed his mind. 

He (ays, he was with the Society at the time of the 
Scotch Convendon, and (bould have voted for the Delegates, 
but be happened not to come in dme*— he underilbod that the 
Convendon would pedtion Parliament, and addrefs the Nation — 
be £ud that a peddon would come with more force, but he did 
not underiland that the ohjeSt of the Convendon was to alTumc 
Ae fiindions 6f Parliament; he would not have been a party to 
it if he had (b underftood — -he confidered bimfelf as attached to 
the King ; and was of opinion, that the King's prefervadon and 
die peoples' liberties were infeparable — ^there was nothing (aid 
of arms to attack the King and Government — he does not 
know diat he ever heard arms mentioned in the Society — that 
he made a pike for himfelf, which he thought nece(&ry — that 
there was not a very good undcrftanding between the two par- 
ties in the town, and th^t this precaution was taken againft 
peofje who might 9ome without legal audiority from the Ma- 
giftrate. 

.. He (iiys^ that he had b^n threatened in different compani^Sr-^ 
tkit-tbe Afiftop^ts, 9» they called. tfaeqi> faid, if ^re w^s an 
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invafion they w6uH fcftroy their enemies tt liom^ firft, n lim 
French did : to wlitch the witnefs replitfd, thit he hoped there 
Was not any fuch idea; that if there wa% they fhould atm Acm- 
fdvcs in their own defence J and therefore they thought it m* 
ceffary to arm thctnfelTe^- He faid, tiitt the Houft of hot^ 
iievcr made a part of their converfation i he h^d no thought of 
any reformation of that fort — he fa)'s, that Yorke was a mift 
apt to get warm in converfation, he had heard him fpexk, but 
he had no rea/on to believe that he was not well-afFeiled to the 
King — with regard to Davifon's letter, he knew nothing of it; 
and he admits that he was one of tlie Members who gaw 
thanks to Mr. Paine. 

This is the firft wltncfs you have who fpeaks of this Plan rf 
Reform, and what the origin of it was; tnd to be furc if itt 
Jeflon to men of high rank and confequencc in the tominunity^ mi 
who have fimations in which they may debate and |>romu}|i9i 
their opinions upon the political fate of the Country, how they 
commit them to the prefs m the way in which this w%f;ccmunitt<d; 
Ihe canfequence of which is, that it i^ in the powtr of any mui 
to difperfe them to ^ny extent ; by which meM>« they fin4 tlfieif 
way into the hands of perfbns too often unequal to the tafit tf 
examining and difctiffing fuch topics, and they become by ita 
itieans the fource of infinite mifchicf to the communlty-Hmd| 
if this is the general hiftory of this Plan of Reform, thftt, hm 
thus found its way into the minds of the lower orders rf dii 
people^ it is, I fay, a lefTon that I think men of nnk ind fK> 
perty ought never to forget. 

Gentlemen, the ne%t witnefs was Heiiry HilJ| a cutler •t 
Sheffield* — He 6ys, he was a Member of this Society in the 
year 1792— *he fays, there was a iheeting at the CaftJe Hill on tfct 
fcventh of April, J 794 ; about that time there was a convertni^ 
about providing themfeives with arms i that Davifon, wKo wsi 
jpoken of, who worked for Gale, applied to him to nnakr pikni 
the Wrtnefs made a pattern for him, which was approved cf 1 
he had the iron on Davifon's credit, and Davifon wa**fofaf 
hlta for the making—- he faw Davifon afterwards at Camagff'i-^ 
he fent to Yorke^ but Yorke had juft received an accottit «f 
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Mr. Wdk^s Trial at M»icheftcr, in ^ich he was mudi iiu 
ttrcfted; be was verj much overjoyed on that account, and he 
would not talk about thefe pikes — he &id, he (xw one aftar 
that, which was finifhed> Yorke had it in his hand, but he did 
not converie about it, he was only playing widi the children**^ 
he fays, he made a hundred and thirty pikes for Davifon; he 
had two^pence apiece for workmanfbip — ^he fays, he iaw Davi- 
fen's letter ; that Davifon faid, he did not know but they might - 
have the (ame occafion for pikes in London as they had ia 
Sheffield, if they were attacked by any unlawful fet of men, 
that they might defend themfelves. 

Upon his crofs-examination he fays, he would not have been 
a Member if he thought they intended to oppofe the King; he 
never heard any declarations of that fort at Sheffield ; the Society 
always appeared friendly to the King ; for any thing he iaw by 
them he never faw any thing to make him think the contrary;. 
all they wanted was a more equal reprefentation in the Commons. 
Houfe of Parliament: they followed the Duke of Richmond's 
jdan~there were fomc pikes prepared, on account of the oppo- 
fite party ufuig fuch threats ; — that they have come in the dead of 
the night ; they called the place v^ere he was Jacobins Hall^ 
and they called them Levellers and Jacobins — diere were an 
armed fet. of people who paraded the ftreet, and fored into peoples' 
houfi^s; wben going hoAie at twelve o^clock at ni^t, they have 
ihot under a perfon's docor—he fays, that they never intended to 
attack the Magiftrates.-- he knows nothing at all of the vote 
of thanks to Paine. 

The next Witnefs, Robert Moody, is a joiner, who alfo 
lives at Sheffield, and was a Member of this Soctety.-^He iays, 
tiiey bad DiftrtA l^Ieetings, Divifion Meetings^ — ^be knew 
Henry Yorke^ he was fometimes Chainnaa ; he iaw him at the 
Meeting upon the Caftle Hill; he thinks diere were not fewer 
than ten thoufand people afiemUed; that the populace drew. 
Ydrke home ; that Carnage was there reading fome refdudotis^ 
whicji he fiiw afterwards in the Sheffield Newspaper; that 
Broomhead^aSed as Secretary.— *TJie Society confifted in the 
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whde, if aQ aflTcmbled, of fix hundred; aiid the reft, accord* 
ing to his account, were the mere populace aflembled^ many of 
diem probably could not hear any thing that palled. 

Gentlemen, you fee, here is a vote of ten tfaou(and people 
obtained in this manner ; and it is a remarkable drcumftanoe^ 
that the motion for petitioning Parliament was concerted to be 
rejected in the meeting of the junto before they came there. 
This gives us an excellent idea of what a debate in fuch an Af- 
fembiy as that muft be. 

The Witnefe iays, that Broomhead was Secretary at this 
Meeting — that Carnage brought him four or five fnlces, uii 
befpoke three dozen of handles ; that the blades were brought 
afterwards for the wfacde; that he did not enquire ^irint tbey 
were for, nor did he know who they were for ; that Cann^ 
fiid at man of the name of Davifon was to take them from him; 
that he was to be paid ready money for them when they were 
done. — He remembers a report that they were to be vied againft 
peofde by whom diey fuppofed they might be illegally attacked; 
for report, and only report as he knew of, had faid diey ihouki 
be difpeHed. — ^They had met frequently in large meetings, and 
many of oppofite principles faid they fhould be difperfed; and 
that very likely tbey might get fome authority from the Juftice 
of the Peace, for that a little might procure diat> and they 
got thefe arms to defend themfelves if they fhould be^ illegally 
attacked. — He fay^ that there were Dilagoons in the neigh* 
faourhood of Sheffield ; diat he faw a model of a night-cat ; he 
a/ked the ufe of it. Carnage faid, it was an inilnunent to throw 
in the f(reet to prevent horfes travelling, and from the appear- 
ance of it he thought it might have that efFed; he faid, he 
did not recoiled that the man mentioned any town where diey 
had been ufed. — He faw a few pikes brought into Carnages by 
another man — that Davifon alked him to let a letter or two be 
direSed to his houfe for him, Davifon. 

Upon his crofs-examination he fays — he was not a Member 
at die time the Delegates went to Scotland— -he never heard 
that any night-cats in &<& were made, but that this things which 
ieemed to be a model, lay in the fhop open — he fays, he never 
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heard any thing (aid againft the King ; that he himfelf was a 
friend to the King ; that he believed the King to be a good 
mani and it would be a crime to do any thing againft a good 
man — that is a very good idea as far as it goes, but in h£t it is 
not that defcription of loyalty to die Prince which the occaiion 
feemed to call for. 

He iays, there was no talk of pikes till after the threats 
had been made ufe of — ^he fays, he made two dozen and nine 
handles, and Widdifon made a few more, and that is all he 
knows of; that thefe were made two or three weeks before the 
Volunteer Company were raifed at ShefBeld ; and he fays, that 
their apprehenfion was, that thefe people might take upon them- 
felves to difperfe the Meeting, without any Magiftrate being 
prefent, or fending any legal authority for it. 

The next witnefs is John Edwards, a filverfmith, a young 
man who was a Member of the London Correfponding Society. 
-.--He fays, he knew that the Prifoner was Secretary to that 
Society, and he received from him a dire£lion to a man at Shef- 
field. In the month of April, 1794) he went to Mr. Hardy, 
t<> deiire that he would enclofe a few lines to a perfon at Shef- 
field who could inform him of fome perfons who could forge 
blades for pikes ; that then Hardy read part of a letter to him, 
and gave him a direftion to a perfon; that the plan was to forge 
blades there for the people at Sheffield — The Witnefs fays — ^I 
ipoke to two or three Members of the Correfponding Society, 
and I underfiood that feveral of them wiflied to furniih them- 
felves with pikes. 

He ia}rs, that a Meeting was to have taken place on the 
Friday before the prifoner was taken up, at the Parrot, in Greea 
Arbour Court, in the Old Bailey, where every one was to lay 
down his money, and then 'the blades were to be fent up from 
Sheffield, and each was to pay a (hilling. — He Ciys, he be- 
longed to the twenty-ninth Divifion; he was (bmetimes prefent 
a|: the twenty-fecond. He was a(ked if he knew pcffons of 
the napiQ pf Gofling, Hillijer, Baxter, and Spence; he laid, 
yes, that the tvfq laft were Delegates to fome Divifion: he 
ipentioned die circumftangeof pikes to&uctcr, Speace, tnd 
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Hillier.— He underftood from feme of the Members that there 
was a place in die Borough where they might learn the ufe of 
the mufket ; diat he knew two perfons of tfie name of Higgins 
and Goodwin who were Members of the Conftituta<xiaI Societj; 
diat Goodwin told him of the place : and that he had heard at 
his Divifion fomething of the Aflbciation, by Franklow^ called 
die Lambeth Aflbciation — he faw Pranklow, in a blue coat and 
red collar, with white waiftcoat and breeches, at die dinner at 
the Globe Tavern, on the twenti-^th of January, 1794* 

He fays, that the Diviiion, number twenty-two, met ^ the 
Three Tuns, Snow Hill, one evening, there w«re about Sxteen 
of them, he was one (this was befi^e the anniver£uy dinner) ; 
It had been pr<^fed to the Members to meet there to form an 
Ailbciation like the Lambeth Aflbciation, but that no perion 
^reed toit. 

• He (ays, he underftood that there was a Secret Commitlee^ 
for the management of feme afiairs of this Society.; that diis 
had been diflolved. — He lays, it was fufpefkd that feme perfen 
had given information who it was diat had been chafen of this 
Committee, and that Lynam was the perfon who was fufpeded; 
and the Committee which was diflblved had power to eled a 
new one; that Martin, Thelwall, Baxter, Moore, Hodgfon or 
Lovett, were ele£bd the Secret Conmiittee; that d^y received 
letters, and every thing was left to them what diey (bould do 
with them, it was kept a fecret fitm the Society— ibmetimetf 
diey read letters at the Divifion* 

The witnefs fays, he was fome time a Delegate; he attended 
the Genexal Committee of Delates about fix times; die De« 
legates returned all the new Members; that they had met at 
Complon Street, they wwe removed afterwards to Beaufort 
Buildings, to Thelwairs- -^ The Correfponding Society de- 
puted five perfons to attend the Conftitutiontal Society, who ap« 
pointed fix perfons; afterwards ^ey met; diat theiQ was a 
debate about the witnefs's age at die Qeneral Committee of 
Delegates, Thelwall and Baxter fpokc upon that debate ; dicre 
was a debate, alfo, about the medals which were to be prefented 
to the Jury who had acquitted Eaton. 
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He fays, he was prefent at the Meeting at Chalk Farm; 
Aat the Meeting was to have been held in Store Street^ Tot- 
tenbam-^GOurt Road, but t^y went from thence to Chalk Famv; 
the witoefe had a cvd, or ticket, for his admiffion, which be 
procured from the Committee of the Correfponding Society, 
Compton Street, on the Thurfday night preceding the Meeting 
iit Chalk Farm; thsit Mr. Addington, a juftice of the peace, 
prevented thfiir meeting in Store Street; he fuppofes there were 
two thou^nd perfons, or upwards, at Chalk Farm ; a per&n 
ftood at the door to take the tickets; he tore the tickets in half; 
he kept one half, the other half was put in their hats.— -There 
was a kind of trap-ball ground they met in, which was con*- 
neded with the long-room ; they found fomc of the Membecs 
of the Correfponding Society there ; he particularly mentioned 
Moore, Hodgfon, Thelwall, irovett, and Richter — Lovett was 
called to the chair. — He does not recoUeft whether Mr, Hardy 
was there or na-*-He fays, there were two ladies there he was 
acquainted with, he went up with them into the loi%*roQm9 tnd 
they were locked in, thcrcfi»c be could not fee (b well — he 
could give no report of die proceedings at Chalk Farm — h^ 
does not receded ever hearmg the proceedings at Chalk Farm 
reported to the Committee, or any of the Societies, becaufe 
moft of the Members heard it there. 

He fays, he knows Robins's CoffeeJioufe, that is where thf 
Divifion, number twenty-nine met ; he was formerly a Member of 
Ihat Divifion. — He fays, he received about this time of tbcMeet^ 
ing at Chalk Farm a paper from Baxter, about the fize of the 
paper produced, and he believes it to be the fame as the paper 
produced.*-That papier mull be read* 

(f^ide VbL 2, page 293.^ 

This is undoubtedly a moft in&mous and deteftable paper ; 
what it points at is too plain to be miftaken; and how it is 
poffible it fhould have hsqppcned that a man who profeiles tp 
have an objeft whidi he dunks laudable, and other people mqr 
agree diat he may think it laudable, fhould have diigraced llim^ 
&lf by the piblioitioii of fudi a jpapcr as tbifi U hard iaii$|; 
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but whether it fairly conneSs with the fubjeft of die jM^fent 
Indifhnent, fo as fairly to be interwoven into the Confpu^ 
with vAiA this Prifoner is charged, is another coniideration, 
which you will weigh fully, and give it that weight which it 
deferves, and not give it more, enormous and fcandalous as it is, 
and deferving every punifhment which the law can inflid.'— 
The witnefs fays, he thinks he received it in Oftober or No- 
vember; if fo, probably what he received was not dated die 
firft of April, as this paper is, but was dated the tbirtiedi of 
January; that date agrees with the fubjeft you fee, and is not 
unlikely to have been the real date of this paper ; whether he is 
corred in faying he received it in the month of O&ober or 
November will depend upon his recolledion. 

He lays, that from Chalk Farm they went to Compton 
Street, where his Divifion ufed to meet; they fupped, and 
ftaid there tiU eleven o'clock ; Thelwall was there. — He feys^ 
that there was a Meeting upon the fecond of May, 1794, at 
the Crown and Anchor Tavern, at which he was prefent, hav- 
ing a ticket given him by Mr. Joyce for the anniveiriary dinner; 
that the Addrefs from the Globe Tavern was read before dinner 
at that Meeting, and diftributed afterwards ; the paper which 
he fpoke of, he received at the Three Tuns on Snow Hill, 
which was after the twentieth of January : therefore, I fuppofe 
that paper was the Addrefs from the Globe Tavern, according 
to his former evidence. — He fays, he has been at Thelwall's 
Leftures — that the price of pikes was to be a fhilling for eadi 
blade. ■ 

He was afked as to Gofling and Hillier — ^he fays, he knows 
them; they came to his father's houfe on the Monday he men- 
tioned, before there having been a meeting appointed in Green 
Arbour Court, to lay down money for the pikes ; the Meeting 
was poftponed to the following Friday. — While Gofling and 
Hillier were with him they heard that Hardy was apprehended, 
(that accounts for their not having the pikes); he did under* 
ftand they meant to have attended the Meetmg on the Friday — 
that fir was recommended for fhafts to thefe pikes — he h^ a 
pike made himf^lf ; he deflroyed the blade upon the WednefHaj 
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after he heard Hardy was in cuftody, being afraid it '(hould be 
found* He was afke4 if he had a magic lanthorn ; he faid, hd 
had one— ^that it had nothing but the deftruction of the Baftille 
and the beheading die Governor painted on it. — He fays, he 
knows Hillier ; that he had a pike, but not of the fame con-^ 
firu£Hon as hk; 

Upon his crofs-examination he fays, he became a Member of 
the Correfponding Society laft July was twelve month; that 
he made a pike, for himfelf in March, i794->*he iays, he heard 
Yorke at Robins's CoiFee-houfe fay, that they had pikes at 
Sheffield; and he fays, he imderftood that feveral Members had 
fumifhed themfelves with arms — ^he fays, it was juft about die 
time the Heffian troops had been landed without the confeitf of 
Parliament ; but he fays, he had no intention to ufe thefe arms 
againft the Government of the Country — ^he meant to get pikes 
for fome who might want them for the (ame purpofc as, he iajrs^ 
he did, to defend himfelf in cafe there fliould be any illegal 
difperfions of the Meetings, not againft any legal power, but 
only againft illegal attacks upon them; that a great deal of op« 
poiltion had been fliewn to their Meetings when they propofcd 
to afibdate. 

He fays. Hardy was always very quiet in the Divifion; he 
never ufed any improper expreffions ; that Hardy made no pro* 
poiltions for arms or pikes ; that he told Hardy, he had made a 
pike. He fays that Baxter gave that bill. La Guillotine, to two 
or three perfons ; and he, wiihing for one, got that which he pro- 
duced ; he fays, he does not know that Hardy ever faw that ; he 
does not think he would have approved of it ; the firft bill was 
of another edition. He underftood Hardy knew who the perfons 
were, to whom he was to fend for pikes ; he fays that the pikes 
were made at the time the Heffian troops were landed. He had 
notice that there were fome fpirited Refolutions by the Sheffield 
Society; he learnt it from a book he purchafed at Eaton's (hop- 
He fays that his Society met without the ufe of any weapons, for 
two years previous to that time ;, but he heard that a Divifion 
in Bunbill Row had been often interrupted by the Police 
Officers. 

Now 
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. Now, die material fii£ts upon this young ttutn's ^evidence frii 
legard to the prifimer, is, that it ^uoes pretty ftooQg proof lUt 
Ibe letter had been received by Hardy from DBYifon, nd ^C hi 
bad, in Ibmeibrt, adbd upon it; whether be had pcopofed it plA> 
licly at the Divifioni, or no, yet ^t he had fudi a letter, aol 
could tell them where thofe pikes were to be got ; iia oonfequenoi 
xf ^urt, he made an apjAcation to Hardy; and in-conieqiieiice of 
that application, there was to have been .a meeting at cbe Parooi^ 
in Green Arbour Court, where as jxuuiy as chofe to hawe pikci 
were to pay the money ; which certaiidy connedls Hardy mil 
thefe pikes, fo far as that tranfaAion goes. 

The next witaeis is Samuel Williams: — He iays, he is a 
gun-engraver; that he was a member of the lA>ndoa Cor- 
refponding Society; he knew Franklow; he faw -him in hh 
own houfe ; he was alfo a member of the Correipondii^ Society; 
that Franklow had applied to him, to make fome arms forliim; 
he (aw the feaft adverdfed, and went to Hardy for a ticket; 
Hardy (aid, it was not ufual tx> give tickets to thofe .who .weoc 
oiot members ; he gave him one of the addreiTes, and fiud, it vai 
ibr a Reform in Parliament The witnefs fays, he gave Haidy 
an order for fome fhoes, which Hardy made ; and.thcn be told 
iiardy, he was in a line for felling guns ; Hardy defired him, die 
next time he came, to bring a gun with him ; he brought him 
one ; Hardy fold it ; he then gave Hardy an order for a pair of 
boots ; Hardy bid him bring two or three guns, which he Ud 
likewife ; and one gun was in the houfe, which was not foU, 
•when the prifoner was apprehended. 

He fays, he knows Spence, of Little Turnftile ; he had fccn 
Franklow there ; he went to Spence's, to inftruft perfons in dv 
manual exercife, at die requeft of Mr. Franklow ; that they 
exercifed in a one or two pair of ftairs room, between eight and 
ten in the evening ; and he thinks that the curtains of the roan 
were down ; they ufed ta meet on Thurfday night. He iays, he 
became a member by Mr. Hardy's reconunendation, about a fort-' 
night or three weeks after his firft feeing him. He iays, he 
.knew a Society called the Loyal Lambeth AflTociatioA ; that was 
the AiTociation to which thefe people belonged ; he iays, be went 
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tQ exercife them at Franklow's houfe, No. one, China Walk^ 
Lambeth : that Hardy gave him Frankl jw's card, and told him, 
Franklow was going to raife an Aflbciation, and would want 
guns. .He fays, there were articles of this Lambeth Aflbciation 
printed j they imported that it was an Aflbciation of the in- 
habitants of Lambeth ; but he fays, that this Aflbciation was not 
compofed, in fa£^, of Lambeth inhabitants ; he knew that only 
Franklow was an inhabitant of Lambeth. Franklow difciplined 
ibme at his houfe himfelf. The witnefs fays, he fupplied eleven 
ftand of arms. Franklow paid for all the mufkets but one ; there 
were to have been fixty ftand of arms. 

The printed Articles were produced, which defcrlbe how they 
were to be armed ; and it ftates, that the inhabitants of Lambeth 
were alarmed with apprehenfions of an invafion and civil com- 
motion ; that therefore they meant to aflbciate ; that part of 
them met at the Borough ; thst a condition of the Aflbciation 
was, not to go beyond the parifh of Lambeth ; that they propofed 
to divide into ten Divifions. He fays their converfation was about 
9 Parliamentary Reform ; but, from converfation with Franklow, 
he underftood, that, if they did not get a Reform in Parliament, 
they would have it by force of arms ; that none but members of 
the London Correfponding Society attended this Lambeth Aflb- 
ciation. 

You fee, this man fpeaks of guns, which he fupplied to Hardy 
and to Franklow, for this Lambeth Aflbciation ; with regard to 
what he fupplied to Hardy, I think you can hardly raife much 
implication from that upon Hardy; it is a mutual concern in trade ; 
this man begun it by buying fhoes of Hardy ; and he intimated 
to Hardy that he was in the gun line j in coiifequence of which. 
Hardy gave him an order, and he gave Hardy another order ; and 
then Hardy gave him another order, and he difpofed of mufkets 
for him, which he might do, for all that I fee from that part of 
the cafe, very innocently ; but it has fomewhat of a different com- 
pletion with refpeS to Franklow's Aflbciation ; for, if any thing 
is to be objefted to that Aflbciation, there is fomething to phjeft 
to Hardy, for having given this man a card to Franklow, and 
mentioning his Aflbciation. 

Vol IV, A a Now, 



( ii4 ) 

• Now, that this Aflbciation was to tie c^S^Stei to) » etkM 
from the circumftahccs of the cafe ; for, you fee, this is an 
Aflbciadon carried on in a private and ckhdeftine naahner ^ thejF 
fneet in finall parties, exercifing in a room, at a late hour, An 
curtains down^ anid circumftances of concealment^ and. a con^ 
cealment, very contrary to what might be expe&ed in die ordi* 
]^ury cafe of an Aflbciation, where people are prbsd of tbeir maSf 
and of appearing in their uniform ; fa that nothii^ feeiii^ <tf 
account for their proceeding in that ctahdeffine manxier^ there- 
fore the Laimbeth Aflbciation feems an aflTumed name, and libt 
warranted by the real circumftances of the fad ^ they were 
members of the London Correfponding Society, and fliertfoc%a9 
hr as the matter went, were providing themfelves with ahs^ 
and, as far as the circumftances went, ufing themielyes to Ae 
pradice of arms ; bow far the prisoner is imder dide drcum^ 
nances to be implicated ^ in this you will jud^e.. 

The next witnefs is Frederidc Polydore Nodder; he fajrtjhe 
was a membei: of the London Correfponding Society ; he (ay^&( 
few Williams at Spence's, when men were eiiterciiflng; ISfiit 
fonie of £heih were members of the Correfpoiiding Sociiety. Be 
only goes to confirm Williams, as to liis having ibeii Williaini 
at Spence% exercifing men. 

Williams was called again. He (ays^ that he remembers a tbang^ 
cdnv'eriaticMi in Hardy's fhop, about how long would he be in 
getting a thoufand giiiis ; he faid, that it was a tiling far beyoiid hil 
capacity^ to nunage fucb an order ; and &erefdre there wa^ xm^ 
iiior'e conver&tioh about it : I d6 not think much is to be mnA^ 
of ffiat; the man wias a Granger; Hardy did not appiear tojoiA 
In the cbhv'erlatibn ; it feems to end in ribtSiiBig ; "lind 1 don't 
fliink ybii can corihea \t fo as to make ihy uiing oiit of it^ Vherfc 
, fore I dbn^t mean to ftate it as a circuniffahce upon which pi 
can raife any thing. 

The next witnefs is George Sanderfbn, who fays that he was 
at Shehnerdine's, in the Borough, upon the fecond of April; he 
lays, he went there to decide a bet j that he faw there,, about 
fevcn or eight ftand of arms, and fome men exercifing, iirfio be- 
longed to an Armed Society ^ that they were members of flic 
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!Loiidkm CorrefpondBiig Society ^ that Aeir numbers were about 
tvrenty-^x or twentj-feren } he fays he might have feen. about 
tvrcntyrfeur or twenty-five together ^t Shelmerdine^sj he fay» 
fiiey objeAed to him becauTe he was not a member of dit 
Z^Midan Gorrefponding Society, but they admitted him upon hit 
promifing to become a member ; he underftood that they were 
to obtain a Reform of Parliament at the point of the bayonet ; 
he does not mention vAko &id that, nor what the particular ex- 
preffioRS of the converfation were from which he colleds that, 
but that he eoHeded it from their general converfation* 

He fays that they adjourned to the houfe of one Day, in Wor- 
cefter-ftreet, where there was a private Committee, who had , 
fatled certain places where they were to ^fiemble j he fays that 
ime of die meetings was at Spence's, another at a (bed in 
WeftmiiAer, near Tothill Fields Bridewell j he attended pretty 
conftantly, Sometimes at Spence's, fometimes in Weftminfter> 
from the eleventh of April to about the firft of May; they 
were taught the manual exercife by one Orr, who had ferved 
%ridi the Frendi army, who was alfo a member of the Cor- 
ttfponding Society ; he fays tiiat Shelmerdine was a hatter, that 
he frequently changed his men; and he (aid one reafon lor 
removing from Shelmerdine's, was, that they thought fome of 
his men might not be ftauneh to the caufe; that was his ex- 
preffion. 

He fajrs he was one night at a meeting of the Divifion in 
Shire-lane, a member mentioned a circumftance which was not 
proceeded upon, and dierefore does not feem to amount to much; 
Aat Mr. Kit was to go over one of the bridges at twelv* 
o'dock at night; fomebody faid it was very improper to make 
«ny comment upon that, and nodiing more pafled upon it; he 
&ys there had been news of a defeat of the Britifli army, ^ich 
Acy of this Society treated as good news ; lie fays 4hat one of 
them fiud he bad the plcafure tx> inform the Society that one of 
Ac King^s meffengers had been killed in the country; anodier 
laid if it had 4>een his own fon heihould have been glad; he fays 
there were frequent intimations to take care of fpies; diat diere 
was a propofition that tenAould meet at one houfc— that i^ 
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fiintf of theia to meet at the houfe of the tenth; they talked of 
Mowing a fpy's brains out. The witnefs was aiked what he 
was, if he was not a fpy — ^he fays he was; that they were 
talking of a Reform of Parliament at the point of the bayonet} 
that that appeared to be the intention of this armed Society from 
their general converfatibn. 

Now the circumftance mentioned by this witnefs of the 
manner in which thefe people were ihifting about. under the 
dire£bion of a Secret Committee, to be exercifed in fmall num- 
bers at different places, with the obfervation that was made in 
regard to Shelmerdine's frequently changing his men, with the 
apprehenfion that his men might not be ftaunch to the caufe^ 
certainly warrants very great fufpicion that this armed Societj 
was forming for no good purpofes, and that this is, therefore, a 
circumftance which does make part of the cafe which is now 
under confideration, for it is, I think, if this evidence be true, 
impoffible to fuppofc that this was a regular volunteer Society, 
who were only arming themfelves for thofe oflenftble purpofes 
exprefled in thefe articles ; they ftate ftrange language to have 
been ufcd by thefe people, you will judge what credit is due to 
that evidence; if they did ufe fuch language, it- (hews that their 
minds, at leafl, mufl have been in a flate of very great irrita* 
tion, and that they had defigns not fit for honefl men to enter* 
tain, and which mufl create real apprehenfions in the minds 
of all thofe who know that fuch defigns were conceived by fuch i 
men. i 

Edward Gofling, w was alfo a member of the Correfpond- | 
ing Society, fays that upon the fifteenth of April, 1 794, he was 
admitted a monber; that Mr. Wickham, a Magiftrate, had 
defired him to be propofcd ; that he went to Hillier to enquire ' 
after a man he happened to know that was a member of that 
Society ; he fays what led him to go to Hillier was, that havijig ' 
feen feditious pamphlets there, he thought he might be able to 
learn from him where this man was; he fays that he concluded 
from the circumftance of thefe pamphlets being fold there, that he 
was a member of the Correfponding Society — that led him to 
enquire of Hillier i^ter this man, be fays he was propofed 
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without any communication with the Magiftrate; biit he" at- 
tended afterwards in order to difcover whether they really had 
any intention to arm. 

He fays that the Divifion he belonged to was number eleven, 
meeting in Northampton-ftreet, Clerkenwell, he did hot re- 
coiled the fign, but the man that kept the houfe was named 
Holt ; he fays that there was fome converfation about the meet- 
ing at Chalk Farm, which had been on the day before ; that 
it was faid to be ncceflary to arm for the purpofe of defending 
the Convention, as they had done in France. 

If this was a fad well cftablifhed, it would be a very ftrong 
fail indeed in the cafe, becaufe when you once fuppofe the idea 
,to be that the Convention was to meet without arms, to a<ft 
peaceably and in order, and that the others were to defend 
them with arms, that would give that Convention a complexion 
to be fure of a very dangerous nature indeed, and would go a 
great way to warrant every thing that has been faid of it. But 
you will remember that this very ftrong hA is ftated by a man 
of Coding's defcription, to whom fome exceptions in point 
of credit lay, the weight of which you will weigh in your 
minds. 

He %s that the Convention was to be called in about fix 
weeks; th^t they talked of repelling force by force, if Mr. 
Dundas fhould bring his Scotch Laws into England; that the 
expreffion ufed was, *< The infemous and ever to be detefted 
« Court of Jufticiary in Scotland ;'* he fays that there were one 
jor two hundred thouiand copies of the proceedings and reiblutions 
of that day ordered to be printed. 

On the Monday after this, he feys he was at another Diyifion 
meeting at one Morris's, a Jack-makers, inBrick-tlane; that 
Divifion, he belieyes, was called number fixteen and twenty-five; 
Doftor Hodgfon was recommended by the Committee to be 
relieved; be fay? that he and HilUer went to fee this Doftor 
Hodgfon, who I take it wa? at that time in Newgate, they 
found Lloyd, Rouffel, an4 a Captain Williams, an American^ 
with Hodgfon ; there was a co^verfetion with Dodor Hodgfoni 
be afl^ed the witflieft if he had fecu a qopy of the i*ew conftir 
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tutioii, b]r Trtiidi this Cdrreipondm^ Smety wit to be & 
▼ided into finsdl divificns to lorn tbe ufe of arms at one ano- 
dier's houfess that it was almoft ready — dnt diejr were to be 
called tydiings— diat their 6bje£b ^as to kcaep fpies from getting 
into the Society; their numbers were cncreaibig, and dief 
^0vx>uld foon be irrefift^bie. The witness obferved that dxR 
lirare no men of property am<Mig diem, to which Roufl^l made 
'this tefijj that as foon as tfaey were organised, money fluHdd 
not be wanting. That will alfobe a very ftrong circumftanoe in 
the cafe, if you fhouidbe of opinion that this Witnefe is dderving 
x>f credit He fa3rs that Lloyd gave a tooft-^-^ Tbe world a 
^ Republic or a De(art/' Doaor Hodgfon faid he hoped (boa 
to fee a Revolutionary Tribunal eftabliflied in this Country, 
for he hated all others ; Rouflel £ud he was goittg from thence 
to Thelwall's, and he (hould fet off next day. Hillier afted if lie 
Vas going to France, he faid yes. 

The witne6 fays he was that evening at die 'Divifion he 
^belonged to, the (eleventh -Diviiion, that cine Wright, a Dd0- 
^te. Was there ; that ^hen he Was coming »away9 Wrigh 
hiked him if he had got any arms, he find no; Wright tM 
him it would be neceflary that all fhould have arms, as poffiUj 
>Kre might very foon be compelled to ufe them ; he fays Gordon 
was their Secretar)^ that Gordon faid he was going to Americi, 
that he Was very forry to leave the Society juft as diey wei^ 
"going to a£): as well as to think, and to regenerate dieir CouO' 
try ; th^ he (hould take fome copies of their fpirited refohitions tD 
lie delivered to the popular Soderies in America. Hillier mOP- 
tioned his not having got a mufket, but he &id he had -got • 
iprfce. 

He fays On the twenty-fifth of April he W9s at HillieA 
houfe, number e^hty or eighty^ne, in Bifhopfgatte-ftreet ; dukt 
there was a perfon there whofe name he vws told was Wickfly, 
and there was a drunken man thert, arid a fhah df '^e name<tf 
Bennet; Wickfly faid he had rdteJved a ktter fr«»n ShefteM, 
ftating that there had been a numerous meeting there, and thit 
they had determined to petition no faiore for a PartiamentarjE 
fleformsihat 'there w«re (bme knives taskmg^tL jteticdAr 
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conftrudioa at Sheffield; that the letter coatained t drawiDf 
fif die knives, that they were to be fixed to poles, and tbej 
talked of thdr ufe being to cut the reins of the horfes ; that dif 
principal depend^i^ of the Society conflAed in fecuring the 
{loyal Family and both Hpufes of Parliament Hillier laid if 
they could rdift the firft i^ock &oxn the army, ^t|iere woul^ 
lie no danger afterwards; the King being fecured, die armj 
^!?ould have no head to look up to, and would be glad to ac* 
cept the additional pay that would be offered them ; that me^ 
3Rrould not fight for fix-pence a day if they could have a larger 
film ; he Czys that nobody obje<3:ed to ^11 this. He (ays whep 
Ac was going away Bennet went out with him into the ftreet; . 
4}iat his converiation was fo violent, and he (poke (o loud, du(t 
iKtj the witnefs, checked him, for that perfons walking by woul^ 
iUke notice of what he (aid. 

He fays he knows Baxter, that on die ninth of May he ha4 
a material conver&tion with Baxter at Hillier's houfe; he fays 
£axter ftated that he had been with Mr. Joyce, who was Secretarjf 
jto Earl Stanhope; diat Baxter, Bpnnet and Hillier were ^t 
JHillier's, and fome odier perfons at a part of this converiation; 
JP^Xter (aid there was no danger to be apprehended for StonCy 
jthat is the perfon appriehended (or High Treafon, for he bad top 
much firmnefs to let them get any thing put pf .hioL 

He (aid that the Committee of Correfpondence and Co-openu- 

^on were prq>aring an addre(s to die army, with fome ftrong 

.ijeibludons, and he (aid diat prudent and determined men were 

wanted to propagate the opinions contained in thofe refdudons; 

;)ie (aid Chat one Moore had been particularly a^ive and fuc- 

ceisfiil in getting over the army; that they had moft to k^ 

.from the young recruits, diey had fucceeded beft with die old 

iiiddiers; that if one diird of the army was got over, the others 

would not do much. Then the BuSt was mentioned of Baxter's 

■ having an interview with fome Officers ; that Baxter (aid one pf 

Ac QIBcers (aid to him, why do not you blow them all i|p 

together. 

He (ays, that Baxter a(ked him if he knew vAio would buy. a 
.pikci. th^ witnefs £ad> he (bould have no obje£tion to purchafe 
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fene, but it would be of no fervice unlcfs he knew how to ufc it^ he 
(ays, Baxter faid, if he would go the Thurfilay or Friday fdlow- 
ing,to the Parrot, in Green Arbour Court, in the Old Bailey, and 
afk for one Edwards, he would be called out to him, that he was 
to tell Edwards that Baxter had fent him, then he was to have 
a pike, and that he would be introduced to others with whom he 
"might learn the ufe of them, that Edwards was a very clever fel- 
low, and could teach him, that pikes were much cheaper than 
muflcets, that mufkets could not be fupplied on account of 
their expence — and that people might do mifchief if they did not 
know how to ufe them. 

The witnefs fays, he obferved they might have a Parliamentary 
Reform without coming to blows, upon which Baxter (aid ; " Is 
there a man in the Society, that believes a Parliamentary Reform 
is all we want, no, not one" — ^he faid that many men of property 
had hitherto kept back on account of the fanguinary condud of 
the French, but that they were now willing to come forward, as 
they were convinced a Revolution might be tWc&ed in a few 
hours — that he, Baxter, did not wifh the King or any of his 
femily tolofe their own lives, he thought they might go to Hano- 
ver, but that it mlift be expeiled that fome blood muft be (hed, for 
fome particular perfons had offered fuch infults to the people that 
human nature could not overlook. 

He fays the converfation afterward turned upon Thelwall's 
having been indifted, in which there was nothing very matcrial-?- 
He faid he attended moft to Baxter's converfation, becaufe he was 
informed he was one of the Committee of Correfpondence and 
Co-operation. Baxter faid many thoufand pikes wer^ making at 
Sheffield, that the heads were only to come from thence, and that 
diey were to be flocked in town ; he recommended that no- 
thing of that fhould be mentioned at any of the Divifions, till the 
ftew Conflitution fhould be adopted, for there were Spies in the 
Society ; that it would be advifeable to let the French prifoners 
out, if the emigrants rcfifted, that the emigrants &ould fharedie 
fete of the Swifs at Paris. He mentioned the names of Mr. 
][^jtt^ Mr, Dundas, Mr, Reeves, and other perfons who had 
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- t>ffered fuch infults to die people that hua^n nature could nat 
overlook. 

He fays, in going home with Baxter, he underftood from cati- 
verfation he had with him, that the addrefs to the army, was to 
fet the troops and the emigrants, to he embodied, at variance, and 

• they were to fay to the army, that they had fwom to fight for the 
King and Country, and if they were at variance, they might 
chafe whicli fide they pleafcd, that it would be proper to enlarge 
upon the feverity of their ufage, and the fmallnefs of their pay, 
tut they muft firft found their principles, and if they found the 
foldiers were Ariftocrats, then they muft not go on. He fays that 
■with refpecfc to all thefe circumftances, he communicated them 
from time to time to Mr. Wickham, that he gave him intelligence 
of what parted. 

- On his crofs-examination, he is aikcd what fituatJon he was in^ 
he faid he kept a broker's (hop — he is aflced if he did not deal in 
King's ftores, he faid he did fay to a man to whom he was un- 
willing to give his name, that he dealt in naval ftores, thinking 
that would put the man off from any further enquiry^— he lays 
tiiat he is employed by a Magiftrate, in Worfhip^-ftreet, which 
eccafioned him to fay that — he denies that he lived by fmuggling, 
and cheating the King in his ftores. 

He was afked if he ever went by the name of Douglas ; he fays 
he did for fix years, while he carried on the bufinefs of a hair 
dreffer, which is ten years fince, in Petty France, at number 
-three. He fays his father had a fliop of bufinefs in the city, that 
he wiftjed to go out for improvement, and did not like to appear 
as a journeyman, when hisfadier kept four or five men in his own 

• houfe; that his taking the name of Douglas, was a mere acciden- 
tal circumftance. 

He was aflced if he knows a Mr. Lincoln, who collefts rents 
for Mr. Macnamaraj he fays he does, and that he borrowed 

• from Mr. Lincoln, four or five years ago, ten pound, or ten 

• guineas, and gave him a note for it, in the name of Douglas, 

• while he bore that name, which has been fince paid. He lays 
Mr, Macnamara came to him to the coffee-houfe, where he and 
Jhe other witneflfes were 5 .that he behaved fo ill to him, that he 
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pamara came to the cofFee^ioufe to him, and £dd that the natie 
monii appQ9f aggk^ him if it was not paid. 

He v^ i^od whether he bad not by inflaqwnatory cxprefiaps» 
ttKdted thefe people to fay )tfae things which he h^ ftated-^he bj% 
ihat be may bsuve appeared to have approved of wh;it was doingi 
koti he ^leyer did approve of it particularly«r4hat he never bii, 
^ why don't die Society learn the ufe of arms/' 

He is thctt afked as to a Mrs. Coleaian> who had lived with 
Unhand died in his bo\,tfe; he lays he made her will> andthatn^ 
fortof her propecty was left to her rdations— ^e i$ spiked if 9 
Mother of a former hu(band hs^l not made fome charge 9gaioft 
iikn — be &ys be never heard any complaint^ or any charge sgaioft 
his condu£k refpe<^ing the will, but that a brother Jbad cotpe uptp 
^nakeac^dm* He is aflc^d if he knows one Gox^ a cheefemon- 
j g or. . ' .jh e iays he has dealt with him, and he did not ufe him very 
•«qU) hutnothiog?turns upon d)at^ for he is npt called. 

Then there was a print ,prodiiQed> which was found upoB 
;|t:QufieI, it is an engraving of the man^sd eic^rciie of foldieis, 
with caps upon their hea^s, intended to be painted red— jop 
^mderftand that k is. the cap of liberty now worn in France, an(l 
is a fort of iignal, by which men who entertain thefe opinions WMf 
(beJuiown. 

.iSentlemen, I ftated to you before, that this witnefs has given 
^eery important evidence, tending to ihew the d^^ermined purpofb 
^this Convention to ufe force againft the King, his &mily, and 
Ae Government — ^If this man's evidence can be depended upon, 
fhe certainly ftates Baxter to ufe very ifarong. l^^iguage, fo indif- 
-creet, that one coukt hardly have thought that a man wouM 
have ventured to ufe— and on the other hand,. the oblervatkvi 
^made upon thb, is certainly founded, that this Qian is not con- 
ifradided with regard to the teftimony that he gives, and that all 
tdiey.vely upon Id fhake his credit, is what turns out upon his 
rcrois^^xamination — the account he gives of hiinfelf, of his hav- 
iag told aman that he dealt in naval ftores, for a vUe purpcfe-^ 
'having borne the name of Douglas — having aded about in Aat 
fort of way, and going &ere for the purpofe of giving informa- 

tioa 



f ^ 1 

}6aik to Qovemnieat Gcntlenften^ it is your ^ovinDe to judge 
what degree of credit you think fit to ^ye lo this i&an's cmt^ 
venoe* 

The next witneft, is John GFOves-*-*he is another tnu], 'whaSb 
^credit is more dire£Uy impeached tihan Gofiing's has {»een, yAm 
alfo Speaks mateciailjr^ tf his evidence is true He lays he nvas Jt 
the Globe Tavern, on the twentieth of January, 1794; he be*- 
came a member early in the month of February, he was defire4 
to become a member, in order to makse a difcovery^ faeJays diere 
was a very large aflend>Iy, he believes Mr. Martin was called -t» 
llie chair, who read an addrefs, and Mr. fiichterread it over 
m^in; he does not recoiled any particular toaft which was drank^ 
hut a great many were read ; and by a paper diat was printed, 'he 
Aould be able to refrelh his memory-'-he iays in.geQeraJi, dir 
converfation was Univerfal BuiFrage, and Annual Parliaments-*- 
-that their obje£l was to enlighten mens minds, to embiace oppQr«> 
^tunities of inftrudtioo, to iearn the matural freedom xi aU xnan^ 
kind, that he heard nothing about arms. 

He fajTS, he was ^fHsefcnt at Thehvall's.Iedure ; that it was a 
.general abufe jof die Adminiftration, and .the branches of (sSat 
X#egiflatuFe.; he fpoke of the King in terms of ccmtempt ; he 
ufed the word Solomon, ironically ; be iaid, that the Houfe qf 
•Lords was an Ariftocratic branch, which fwallowed up ahnofi: all 
4>ther fundions of iStit Government; that he recommended a 
^Conventi<m, in order to procure Annual :Parliaments and Uiii*> 
"verial Suffrage v; and that he ^ecomnwnded a new modelling trf* 
At Houfe of Coinmons. 

He iays, he was at Chalk farm; ilardy was XMa^yAak 
;Lovett was in the chair; that there were printed papers diperfedi; 
cdiere was a letter from the Correfponding Society to the Friends 
•of the People, earneftly fblidting the concurrence and aAftance 
of that Society, in affembling a Convention of the Friends of 
iFreedomy for diepurpofe of obtaining, in a legal and conftitutional 
^method, a full and efFedhial Rj^refentation ; he fays, Ae.anfwor 
was read from the Friends of the People to the Correfponding 
«§ociety, dated A|>ril the eleventh, -1794, and. then tbeipiettcr;« 
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number of refolutions were put, and two hundred thouiaiid 
copies ordered to be publifhed. 

Groves fays, he went to a houfe, in Store-ftreet, Tottenham 
Court Road, where the meeting was to be held ; he went part of 
the way with Thelwall j he fays, there was a writtetn paper upon 
Ae door of the houfe, in Storc-ftreet; that the meeting was to 
be held at Chalk Farm; he fays, Lovett was in the chair; the 
principal perfons who fpoke and a£led at that meeting, were 
Lovett, Richter, Thelwall, and Hodgfon ; that Thelwall made 
two or three fpeeches ; he fays, there was a clamour went round 
that there were Spies and Informers there ; Mr- Thelwall iaid, he 
was for admitting all Spies and Informers there, becaufe the 
number of the members of the London Correfponding Society 
could be rK> agreeable news to the Minifter ; he tajSy Richter 
read the refolutions ; that Richter flopped reading to make feme 
obfervation of his own ; upon which Hardy faid, " r«ad, Sif, 
without comment;" this was when Richter was reading Ac 
addrefs. 

The wimefe fays, he returned to the Divifion Room, in 
Compton-ftreet ; that Thelwall was in the chair; thatThelwaO 
taking a pot of porter in his hand^ he blew off the head of the 
porter, and faid, this is the way I would have all Kings ferved, 
or this is the way I would ferve all Kings. Being afked, if any par- 
ticular toaft was given, he fays, that Thelwall gave — The lantern, 
or lamp-iron, at the end of Parliament-ftreet ; he called for fome 
one to cover it ; to give another toaft, I fuppofe ; and fome body 
cried out, — The Treafury Bench ; he thinks there was no vifitor 
diere, at this time ; he fays, that Green was a member, and that 
he had a private converfation with him in the Coffee Room; 
that he talked of Annual Parliaments and Univerlal Suffrage; 
but he faid, thefe were only to be confidered as ladders tp obtain 
their ends. 

He fays, there was a kind of fhed at Chalk Farm, in viHA 
they were eating bread and cheefe, and drinking porter; that 
fcveral people there pulled out a cutting inftrument, corre^nding 
with each other ^ a fort pf French knife, which, when the claip 
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was opened, It prevented its joint working, fo that it was fixed, 
ftraight forward ; that Pearce had one ; fomebody (aid, they were 
bread and cheefe knives; upon that obfervation there was a 
finile; he fays, he looked upon them as harmlefs inftruments, 
certainly; he afked, where they were to be had; tliey faid he 
might have fome of Green ; he afked, where Green was to be 
found ; they faid, he was a Perfumer and Hair Dreffer, in Orange- 
ftreet, Leicefter Fields. 

He fays, he went to Green's for one of thefe knives ; Greea 
faid, he had fold between two and three hundred; that Green told 
him to fpeak very low; the parlour door was open, which was 
adjoining the fhop, and he fmiled, and faid, for my wife is si 
damned Ariftocrat; that he attended the meetings regularly; that 
Pearce, when they were at Chalk Farm, laid, if you ftrike with 
them, fpeaking of thefe knives, they will not fly back, or words 
to that purpofe ; he fays a man, from Sheffield, found fault widi 
the confl:ru6lion of thefe knives; he faid they might be made 
better ; that they were not equal to thofe at Sheffield, 

He fays, he was at ^ meeting, when a fubfcription was propofed 
for Dn Hodgfon, which application was rejefted, on the ground 
of the violence of his conduft; and there was another reafon, if 
the witnefs's memory was right, that he was not confidered as a 
member; he faid he was prefent at the Crown and Anchor 
Tavern, upon the fecond of May; that there was a Divillon 
Meeting, in February, when an addrefs, from Stockport, was 
read; that was Divifiou, number two and number three, in 
Compton-ftreet ; this being folate as the fifth of January, 1794, 
it will be proper to read that paper, 

(Vide Vol 2, page 394.; 

Gentlemen, the whole of the paper, in point of general inr 
llammation, is very bad; but it is the laft paffage which is m 
teriaily connefted with the prefent cafe, and the date is material, 
the fiith of January, 1794. 

John Groves vfunt on to fay, that the prifoner came to his 
houfe, in Crown Court, Covent Garden, and brought him a 
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ticket far Ae dinner, on the fecond of May, at tkc Citywn aiuf 
Anchor; he faid he paid nothing for it; it was Ac Aiminl 
Dinner of the Conftitutional Society, and there was a certain 
Immber of the Correfponding Society invited, about twenty in 
all i he faid there was fome news came, while they were diere, 
of (bme public event; he underftood it was very bad news; Aat 
it feemed to give univerfal fatisfaftion; that there waS a fong, 
called ** The Free Conftitution," delivered out before dinner, and 
lliere was a paper on each plate, but he does not recoiled 
what it was ; he believes Mr. Wharton was in the chair ; that 
Mr. Home Tooke was there, and the prifoner. Hardy, was there ; 
that when the company came into the room, the French populaf 
tunes were ftruck up, and encored, and they played almoft the 
Whole of the dinner, the Marfellois March, Ca Ira, and the Car- 
tnagnol, and that itwas a continual fcene ofclapping. 

He lays, that after dinner Mr. Home Tooke addrefled himfelf 
to the company ; he prefaced his addrefs by an obfervation, that 
he fuppofed one out of fifty, in the room, might be confidered ai 
a Government Spy, and to them in particular he wiihed to addre($ 
himfelf; and the witnefs fays, in confequence of his addreffin^ 
himfelf to Government Spies, he did attend to what he faid ; he 
begged the company to take notice, that he was not inebriated, 
for, having fomething to fay to the company, he took care to re- 
frain from his glafs ; and for fear of being miftaken, and being 
taken to be in a ftate of intoxication, he begged every body 
prefent to take particular notice of what he faid ; he called the 
Parliament a fcoundrel fink of cormption; and the oppofitionh^ 
called a fcoundrel fink of oppofition; that a jundion between 
thefe two fcoundrel parties was formed, for the purpofeofde- 
ftroying the Rights and Liberties of the Country. He fpoke 
about the Houfe of Lords, the hereditary Nobility; he afked, if 
that Skip- Jack, naming a particular Lord, could be confidered as 
one of the hereditary Nobility; he faid ths fame of the Houfe of 
Lords as of the Houfe of Commons; he faid, the junto between 
die two parties was in order to amufe or abufe that poor man, 
the King; he faid, that the junftion of parties in die Houfe of 
Commons, was in order to abufe and deceive the people of diis 
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Country. He fays, Mr. Toote's fpeech was received vnA gtert 
ipplaufe; diat there was a ibng fung, to the tune df ^ God lave 
the King," but riot thofe words 5 he fays, that Mr. Horti^ 
Tooke fung an additional verfe of the fong ; he had forgot vrbat 
tfiat was. 

Upon his crofs-examination, he lays, he follows the bufineS 
dfa Conveyancer, and has done Co two and twenty years; he i^ 
hot an Attorney; he was afked, whether he was a Solicitor ; h^ 
(aid he did not underftand what was meant by the queftion; at 
h& he admitted, that he was a Solicitor, in this place; a Solicitor 
for profecutions and prifoners ; he faid, when Thelwail and lut 
converfed, that Thelwail rather JUxed himfelf upon him, dian he 
upon Thelwail ; he faid there Were a number of very refpefiaUe 
Gentlemen, at the Crown and Anchor; that Mr. Tooke fyclkt 
highly of the hereditary Nobility of the Country ; he faid> they 
had loft dieir weight in the State, by the introdudion of the new 
Nobility, who had been introduced into the Houfe of Lords, by 
means <^ their condu£h in the JEIoufe of Commons ; he faid he 
^ke highly of the office of the King, in the Conftitution; he 
^d, that the neW made Peers, or thofe lately introduced into l!hi6 
Houfe of Lords, either had combined, or were combining, for die 
purpofe of aniufing that poor inan, the King; that the Kihg had 
loft his true weight in the Conftitution, by nieahs ef ihis 
corruption ; lie (ays the bbjed of all his converfatioii W^s, that 
improper people were brought into die Hdufe of Commons, and 
fliat thereby the evil complained of arofe. 

They then read a fong, which was found at Hardy's houfe; 
in a letter iuldrefled to Hardy, without date; that fong mtift 
be read. 

(Fide Vol. 3, page 9.; 

Gentlehien, I would obferve to you, upon this forig, What per- 
haps may occur upon fome other parts of the ei^idence. It 
SvaS fiiirly obferved, on the part of the prifoner, that there is k 
great deal trf difference between this fort dfloofep?kper, found at 
his houife, in the fituation he was in, as Secretary to this popular 
Society, to whom, therefore, all fort of things woliia df couffe 
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be addrefled, which, perhaps, it would be prudent to deftroy} 
but every man is not, in thatTcfpedl, quite prudent ; that there is 
a vaft difference between this fort of thing, and a paper which 
had been communicated, and adlcd upon, and made thereby the 
a(9: of the party himfelf, by his own condufl upon itj the 
evidence could not be rcjedled, becaufe the keeping fuch papers 
is fome reproach to a prudent man, and affords fome evidence of 
the improper connexions he forms, in confequence of which afl 
thefe fort of licentious things come to him. 

The next witnefs is John Thompfon, who proved the finding 
a pike at Hillier's. 

William Carnage is then examined again ; he iays,' that he 
iaw Margarot in the Tolbooth, at Edinburgh ; that he had a 
Ipring knife upon his table -, that it was hard to Ihut, and by Ws 
defcription, fomething like thefe Sheffield knives; he fays he 
never faw one at Sheffield ; that this knife lay publickly for him 
to get his dinner with; there were fix or feven people prefent; 
and it was fhcwed to him as a curious knife. 

George Lynam fays, he became a member of the Correfponding 
Society, in Oftober, 1792, of the Divifion, number twelve, at the 
fign of the Manfion Houfe, oppofitc to the Manfion Houie; he 
(ays he received the rules of the Society, and the addrefe of the 
Society, in March, 1792; having received thefe papers he 
intimated to the mafter of the houfe, that he thought it would 
be dangerous for him to permit the Divifion to come to his houfe; 
that he, therefore, declined to let them come to his houfe ; he fays 
the Divifion adjourned to the Crown, in Newgate-ftreet, and he 
was accepted as a member of this Society, upon the twenty-ninth 
of 06^ober; he fays he was at the Unicorn, Covent Garden, at 
the Divifion, number two; that I take to be Hardy's Divifion; 
that there was a large meeting ; the room was full ; there might 
be feventy or eighty people there; Hardy appeared as Secretary; 
he fays, Paif e's Addrefs to the French Nation, was voted to be 
publifhed, and delivered out to all the Divifions ; that a papefi 
called the Rights and Duties of Man, was to be continued weekly; 
that the Delegates had received addreffes, approving of die 
Society's Addrefs to the National Convention; that the Delegate 
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Lynaftt dien went on with his evidence.— He lays, he was 
at a Meeting upon the twelfth of November, at the Umconi^ 
of Divifion, number two ; there were very loud plaudits at the 
dreading a letter firom Barlow to the Convention of France-— (ht 
feys, it was either Barr6re or Barlow; he feems to give but a 
•blundering account of that, it certainly was quite another fort of 
thing). — He (ays, the number of the Society in London wis 
ilated to be fix thoufand ; it was bbferved, that the Divifiom ia 
•Spitalfields were encreafing, and foon would be equal to ^ the 
other Divifions of the Society. — There was a letter from' Msjor 
JdinTon, from Edinburgh, difapproving of the Addrefs to the 
Convention fo foon — he fays, that die Addrefs vdiich they hii 
ordered to be fcnt to the National Conventioii in France, hfir 
-been ordered to be publiihed in France^ and tsRt Co Ae eighty- 
three departments in France. — The Society at Sheffield ha4 
fent up their Addrefs to the Committee of Delegates, who hid 
forwarded it to the National Convention of France. ' The neat 
meeting was on the twenty^firft of November, of the Diviftooi 
number twelve, at the Crown, in Newga^ Street; diere wasi 
talk of a Congrefs to be held in Scothnd.— A charge, which 
had been delivered by Mr. Juftice Alhhurft to the Grand Jury, 
was read. — It was reported that the Society at Norwich wanted 
to know if they meant to come into the Duke of Richmond's 
plan, or to rip up Monarchy; they fufpe£led this was to drew 
them into fome unguarded expreffions, and declined anfwering. 

Gentlemen, you recollect, that letter was read, and that 
when they did anfwer it, the anfwer was more guarded dua 
fome of the letters of the Society; it was fuch an anfwer as 
might naturally lead one to think that there was fome fufpicioo; 
It is a curious circumftance, that in the notes of this man, who 
-attended the Divifions regularly, and took notes as being a De- 
legate, k fhould be noted that riiey fufpeiled that letter 
from Norwich did not come from a friend, and that it WB 
meant to draw them into fome fcrape. 

He then fpeaks of the branching off of a new Diviiion, number 
-tWcnty*three, from number twelve ; and this new Divifion met 
at the Ship, in Moorfields, on the twenty-feventh of Novem- 
ber--' 
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ber— ^he £iys, lie Was choren a Delegate of tfald new Diviiioni 
lie was recommended by his Divifion; and it was t)ropdfecl 
at that time that the public (houtd be informed diat they were 
not Levellers, and diat they wifhed to avoid all riots and all re^ 
fiftance; diat this ardfe from the Magiftrates having in-» 
terfered with tfateir Meeting-— that the converfation was, that 
the firft charaders at Edinburgh belonged to the caufe, had 
formed diemfelvcs into a Society, and csdled themfelves a Con- 
vention of Delegates. 

• Upon die twenty-ninth of November, he fajrs, he attended a 
meeting of Delegates at the Sun, in Windmill Street ; there 
were twenty^two Delegates prefent*— His notes are, that Divi-* 
'"ifion eleven had received twenty viiitors from Iflington; that a 
Society was intended to be formed there. — The Sub-committee 
brought forward their anfwer to the Crown and Anchor Society, 
which was referred back, and' another anfwer was offered, drawn 
by a gendeman of the name of Vaughan, Counfellor Vaughan, 
who was a vifitor dien from the Conftitutional Society, and this 
was approved widi fome alterations ; the words <^ dying In the 
tt caufe" were ftruck outj it was direded to be put in the 
Sunday's papet-; and that five hundred Bills fhould be pafted 
up, that they were not Levellers^— and if their funds were low, 
Mr. Vaughan faid, die Conftitutional Society would print for 
diem. — ^They underftood diat enemies were getting into the 
Society; that five Divifions had been fcouted, as he called it, 
(that is, driven from the places where they met) — that Margarot 
propofed to write to Mr. Pitt and the Attorney General, that if 
their Meetings were illegal he would be ready to furrender him^ 
felf, but this was over-nded ; and it was refolved to fupport all 
profecuted Members :-!— he ^d, he wrote this minute at the time. 
He was then fliewn a note, which he fays, he received from 
Hardy; it is in thefe words — (addrefled, Mr. Lynam^ No. 31, 
Walbrooke; dated December the 4di, 1792)— « Citizen Ly« 
V nam, you are requefted to meet the Special Committee this 
^ evening, at feven o'clock, at. the Ns^'a Head, Orange Stree^ 

^ Leicefter Fields. I am, your fellow Citizen, 

THOMAS HARDYr 

fib a *} FUa& 



r^ « Pleafe to inform any of the Ddegatcs aeur pu, tibat joa 
' ^ knoWf but no csaie elfe," 4 

Thii is a clrcumftance^ in fome degree, con&nnalorff of 
Lymm*s general cvideoce,— He fays» he weti[, bat he Ms no 
m^morajidium of any thitig that pafled^^^On the elevaub of 
Dficeniber he was at the Divifiony number twenty-three j it 
Was reported there, that the London Correfpofiding Societies 
* rules had been mcroduced among the foldiecSr — It was repond) 
that the Iriih had been fcotitcd as we had been, and that thef 
had applied to the Council^ who had declared thdr Moetiup m 
belegaij that he anderftood by that, the Privy Cottncii,^ — Wb 
£iys, their funds were low, and the Divirions were recommended 
to fublcribe to the publication of the Addrefs j three of tJiii 
Diviilon oftered to ftick the Addrefs up about the town,***Il 
was reported, that Baxter, who was a Delegate of the Divifiotii 
number fix teen, was at the Meeting at Shofcdttdi Ckureh, and 
that he oppofed that Meetings and that he was laid hoU oft 
and in confequence of that, feeing that he could not reft ft, ht 
threw foine of the Societies^ Addreflies among the people afleai» 
bled there % aiid he complained he was very ill<*ufcd, htS ocof 
torn^ and he was ftruck feveral times in the church-yBrd i he (ui^ 
it m^s a Meeting to fupport the Conftitution. 

Upon the thirteenth of D«:ember the Ddegates cut k 
Round Court, in the Strand ^ eighteen perfons were prefaH} 
Hardy was one* — It was reported, that the Magiftratei were aficr 
LittlejohD.^ — ^One Field was chofen ailiftant fecr<rttry,— There 
was a motion from the Divifion, number four, that a letter 
ihould be wrote to the Common Council* He Iky*, thai Ridg* 
Way was to publifla Margaret's ktier to Mr, Secretary Diinda^* 
the proje<a was, that this letter was to be written and cariial 
to the poft: office by Margarot and two others.*— The letter w» 
dated U)c fourth of December, 1791; and diat they iti%hl h$ 
fore it wm kjut^ they took a receipt from the poft office, Tfct 
lecder to Mr. Secretary Dundas was read, recommending a He* 
form, and to protect them from all interruption*— -Thai Ictier 
muft be read, 

(Fidf F&l 3, p^ge 24.; 
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Ljruun fays, his note goes on to ftate— That Divifion, num* 
ber Okie,' recommends diat it be reprefehted to the public, that 
Confiifion may be expeded, but diat if riots enfue, our Societies 
will aid the MagtftraCes, and diat copies (h^ be (ent to the 
Magiftrates; but take care that we lay, that no difpofition ap- 
pears of committing any riot, and that we will perfevere in a 
Parliansentary Reform J but if profecuted perfons were- iiot 
found to be rafh in words or violence, that it is proper for the 
Society to prote£l them*-— he (ays, I do not know whedier any 
thing was done iipon that; there were many things agitated in 
the Committee.'--*«The Delegates of die Divifion, number two^ 
Hardy's Divifion,' propc^d to bring forward new-fhaped cards 
ef admiffion.-— A letter firoin Norwich, figned Cosens, was read^ 
mentitming Meeetings being held there, as well as in odier 
places, to fupport the Government ; and aiked M4iedier die London 
Society had figned to fiipport Government.-- ^Margarot propofed^ 
that ihould not be comihunicated to die Divifions : what the 
reafon for that was, is not clear. There was a letter, dated the 
fifteendi, from Paifley, expreffing their willingnefs to correfpond 
widi us. Twelve- Societies formed in Auguft for a Parlia^ 
mcntary Reform. There was a letter from Edinburgh, of the 
eleventh of December, to call a Convention of all Scodand, to 
be of die 6^e opinion, and the tide of the Society was-* 
^ The Friends of the People''— Archibald Eaft Hodge^ prefi- 
dent; William Read, fecretary. 

. He fays, diat Divifion, number diirty-three, met at Crown 
Street, tipon the eighteoith of December; nothing pafled diere. 
Upon the twcntiedi of December, the Delegates met at numbed 
durty-one, Compton Street; Hardy was prefent; two Members 
were dqsuted from the Conftitudonal Whigs to know if the 
Correfponding Society would concur in an Addre6 to the Friends 
of the Peq)le. Divifion, number twdve, recommended ta 
petition P^Iiament before Mr. Grey brings in his bill for Par- 
liamentary Reform-*<Martin recommended not to publifli any 
diing; dmt die times would not do;, diat they could not ftand 
againft the Treafury. Number fixfeeen moves for the Delegates 
to determine if diey ibould fign the Addrcft fit die Crown and 
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. Author^ and this was left to every tmii*s difcretion ; tlmt U flie 

iddrefs thiit had been formed there, by another party, in fupport 

' ©f Government i the queftioii was, whether diey (hould fign that 

addiefs j and this vras left to every man's difcretion, but ta avoid 

itj if poifiWe, Margarot wrote to Cozens, that we will noc fign 

' m ^y of the Meetings. 

Thexe is a commtinicatian from Norwich, that five guiocas 

> had been fent up^ in order to hav« Mr, Fox*s Speech on a Par* 

liama[itajry Reform, fent down to the pe/fons from whom tiie 

money came ; and they were to pubiifli fame haad-bllls, to ex- 

prefe a determination to perfevere. Five hundred a>pie$ of Mr. 

Fox's speech were fent accordingly* Divifioii number ftxtemi 

propofed to give tidcets to Soldiers, to admit them gratis, if tfiqn 

chofe to enters but that they fliall be warned of their danger; 

|hj;& ,was not agreed to. Divilion number twenty -foiir moved 

to publiHi our determination to fupport the Magi ft rates, and per- 

fcvere in a Parliamentary Reform : this was agreed to ^ wd 

Mafgarot vvas defired %o draw it up. A petitton from CarteTi 

^ho w?3 employed to ftick bills up it that he loA a pJaoe of 

twtlw (hiUings a week, Martin h^d been, direiftcd to ckfend 

bim ^ and there was a fubfcripf [on to defray the expence. Ridg* 

* way had coii^muni^atedj that he was ready to pubiifli any thing iht 

i Soeie^ ^hofe to fend him, It was obferved by Margaroc^ re- 

I IfKcting Mr. Fox, that he had gone as far as could be eicpe^ed j 

I but that they were not obliged to him i for he was forced W> 

4V0W what he had done, Martin reported that Gay lad 

,cmpioycd Caiier^ to illck up biUs^ and that he had ibck 

ihcm up ia the morning, iiftead of the eveningi as be wi* 

I 4ire£|ed | in confeq^ence of which, he W2S taken up^ The Mtt 

' 5iS number ihirty-one, Compton-ftreet, a meeting of the IMtr 

^aleSj on the twenty -feventh of December. The piifoiiCT vm 

,tbere. Each Delegate was tp ta^e iH fenfe of his DiviiiofHim 

I the propriety of admitting Soldi/ers, and on what terms. ^| 

.^^ H r upon the third of January, 1 793^Jth€Xc was a n^^tlfl 

* of 1 .^fj at number thirty-one, Compton-flreet ; Margi^| 

was chofen Ptefident; Hardy, Secretary; Field, Sub-SccfMiH 

I iTh^ diftrefle^ of oa^ Thomp(bn*& wife w^re l^id before t^ 

rj 1 meeting i 



i l^'i:»li* 



( 37S ) 

meeting; he was a member, but bad gone awa^to France; 
twelve (hillings and fixpence was coUeAed for faer.j There was: 
9 motion came forward, for a Declaration to ^e Public; two 
Diviiions obje£led to it; the Declaration was pKopoied to be 
publiihed ; the objedion was, becauie the declaradoiriaid, rather 
have a Conftitution without a King, than a King without a 
Conftitution: it was.obferved, that diis would be a thing proper 
to be faid, if they .were Republicans. Margaret, reported that h& 
had received a letter. Notice was given of five Delegates from; 
the Roman Cadidics.in Ireland, who were of the fame mind 
with them&lves ; and the application was to them, to fee whether 
a communication couU be opened with. them. .! Hardy was 
pcefent. 

The next is a meeting at die Divifion numbd: twenty-three^, 
January die eighth, .in Crown-fheet^ Moorfields. He faysy 
I have got down here, that the declaratiDn^-*! fuppofe die de* 
daration ! mentioned, bfsfisre-*— it is ti^e opinion of this di- 
ti&ott^ that iffhould be.oejeded ;: it was agreed liloewife, not.tqi 
addreis the King at alk It was faid, Mr. Grey would not.bring^ 
forward his motion for a Reform,: unlefi petitions werp fent. td 
Paiiiaqoent ; agreed to petidon Parliament by all means^jaad iwt 
to addreis them. ..■ *"...' 

. The. next is a meeting on the teiith 6f January, x;^93» at nunw 
ber thirty-one^ Old Comptoa-ftreet ; fevoiteen Delegates at«: 
tended, of whom Hardy was one; the DedaraUon.was ordered- 
tolie upon die tdbie ^ dien it ¥^as agreed upon, that no written: 
paper be brought in, but by a Delegate, or through the Treafurer 
• or Secretary. Margarot reported, that the Country Correfpondent^ 
did not fhine ; .there were very few letters ; he reported, diat he 
had fent a letter to the Friends of the People, at .'Free 
Mafonsf Taverns die anfwer was read; that they expeded ta 
obtain an elTedual Reibnn ; they were defired iiot ta mix foreign; 
polidcs with home politics, and to avoid foreign correfpondencc^ 
It was remarked, that this Society, that is, the Society at Free- 
Mafons' Tavern, never brought forward their principles ; and it 
was determined not to oorrefpond widi them. Bell obferyed, 
that the addrefs to the National Ckmvendon of France, proves. 
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'^at we natm Ihefr Uws here ; to whidi» accardmg to dot 
minute^ Margaret £ud» no doubts others £iid nothing, 

Timt> you fcc» is the mofi material of sH thefc papers I hsvt; 
I luthattaread to you; that, ia the courfc of the cociverikciDn ic 
diia cjeettng of Ddcgat^^s, refpefting their Addrcfs to the Na^ 
I tional Conventioii of f rancct Bell faid, it proved that they meam 
I the French laws fliould be efbblifhed here | to which Marganc 
I &id, Qo doubt i the others ^d Aothing > Hardy w» ifaEQ 
I prcicrit* 

He %% i t was obfer ved, that a plan which had been pr^xilU, of 
I tile addition of s hundred Members to the Houfe of Coaiilioi]% 
wilnot dot it wiU give them more advaiuagC) and keep ys fnm 
I £ proper Reform. It was reported, that one of the Iriih Deb* 
I gates had agreed to correfpond. At a meeting, on the fekUitBcnth 
1 Qf January, at Hardy^, Hardy faid, he had difper&d fifty of our 
Addrefles, and twelve of fCeLr(knt*s Speech, 

The neKt is a meeting of Delegates, oa the forentoenti of 

January, at number thritypvone, Compton^ftreet. It wis fepoctfid 

Ihat nineteen of the DIvifions were kept up. It was agrooi 

that they were to debate, and confider whether the sge el 

eighteen, or twenty-one, was the proper age ior vodng for a 

I Member of Parliament : it was argued^ it ChouJd be ei^itte% 

I ^c^iifei at that age, they are liable to be Milida^n^n. IXfiEon 

I nnmber twelve, recommended to confider of a Pobltc M«ettiigf 

td diibub Parliamentary Reform i that was referred bg^ ag^ 

fcr further coofideration* Nomber four propofed ihankt ta dx 

Mayor of Glafgow, and to the Society of Durhani and Duadeci 

for uniting with the Societ}^ There were fifteen Ddqpte^ 

^ pre&nt. A petition from Carter wias prefented, ifuho hsl i«^ 

^ cei%^ed fentence for fticking up a bill, fiippofrd to hz a 1»U» 

A Special Commictce appoiatdl to examine how hii^ di:feape lud 

been condu£ked. A motiun was made for all the Oelegiieilt 

^ meet on a Saturday evenings to difcufs political fubjecb* A leftt 

was received from Norwich j the Friends of the People want fill 

' propofc a mild Reformation ; and tins Societ}' of Nofwidl mat 

t0 know whether they are friends. On^ Hobhou(c bad ibntied & 

[ Society H Bath, and propo£bd a cof rdpondencc- Tlum it ml 
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propofcd'to correfpond widi the Nor^ch Society, dirougi i Ani 
means of the Bell Society. 

- He fiiysy on January 'the twenty<-feurth, there was a meetij ig at 
Number thirty-one,' in Compton-ftreet. Two gendemen i :ame 
widi a petition from Tbompfon's wife. Martin diought it ih ould 
be reje&d. There was a conver&tion about die defence of thd 
BiU-fticker, and alfo an account of what Counlel had beerji ap- 
plied toi» and who did undertake the defence; there wa!lk an 
anxiety, about the manufcript of d^is bill which had been fKuck 
up, which had got into the hand of Grant. A letter from Ricmter, 
that he did not dare attend. The Delegate number five is going 
to France, widi fame copies of Paine's works ; he had priiratft 
notice that diey would all be taken up. 

Upon the thirty-firft of January, Baxter, the Delegate firom 
number fixteen, propofed that^ in future, of the quarter^i^e* 
money, fix-pence ihould go to the Society, and the other ievten- 
pence to go towards the expence of the room; itv^s agreed 
that this might be a very proper meafure to be adopted for* the 
poor Divifions, but not for the reft. It was remarked, )md 
kiTented to by all, that, fuppofing there ihould be an oppofItix>n, 
and the two parties (hould come to an open rupture, it would be 
proper to encourage'* the two Divifions, number fixteen, And 
.number twenty-five, in Spital-fields, becoufe they were vfery 
munenMis, and it is neccffiiry to keep them together. Thefe are 
the Divifions be£are mentioned to be as large as all the other 
Divifiont put together. This laft remark, he fays, he makes 
iron his recoUe^bn. Number feven propofed to publiflit a 
f which had been written by a Mr. Law to Mr. Reeves, Item 
the buiinefs of an AiTociation; but this was reje6bed} 
publication was. propofed. The reply to the anfvyer 
WtheFrkmds of the People, obje£b that they were not explicit} 
and tbqF want to know how ikr diey mean to go with their cie- 
ligni and LjKnam's note is, that they were apprcheiifive of a 
breach. The general (enfe of the Friends of the People did i^ 
go as fiur as the London Ccxrefponding Society, or Conftitutioml 
Society $ diejp diought that it muft come to a ftrugglc : this, (he 
Ifiud, alfo was rccoUefiioo. Margaret laid, they were getting km 



I ( 378 ) 

&ft again; a |)etitioii b not the mode* Then conies znut*- 
tcrial pailage**but yet* it was agreed a petition ihould be pre- 
fente iy to keep the public nvind agitated upon the fubjeft of 
Reform. 

Hs &ys, upon the HBb of Febraarjs the Divifion number 
twenty-three^ met in Crown-ftreet. It was reported, there were 
fixty friends to the caufe, who declined, at prefent, meeting tbs 
Society i but they are good friends, and wifh diem fucceb; diat 
there vrere certain Religious Societies in the Kingdom, wfaofe 
fioitiments led ftri6lly to Republicanifm ; they were numerow in' 
Several of the great towns ; naming them ; and particularly in 
London ; and that the Societies in London were juft noir 
beginning to organize themfelves agreeable to the princqiles in 
France^ and that they were to meet on Mondays and Thuridagps. 
It vfas iaid that Paine's w(H:ks had been publiflied in Sweden*. 

The next meeting was on the feventh of February, of die 
Delegates, at number eight, in Queen-ftreet, Seven Dials. The 
prifoner. Hardy, w»5 there. They were anxious to preferve the 
Diriilons, fixteeii, and twenty-five, as poor Diviiions;. thefe 
were Baxter's Divi >ns ; that they would be of great fervice, if 
we fliould go to wi * : this was an obfervation of Margarot's. 
Many faid, it vi^as eventually expedbed that there would be a 
rifing in the country. A letter, fent to Bath, has been gone 
jfburteen days, and no anfwer, though two letters have been fent. 
A ShefEeld letter, of the fixteenth of January, by order of die 
Conftitutional Society, had been conveyed to all the Societies, 
rcquefting to know how far they mean to go; and all were of 
one opinion, not to petition this year. Hardy was prefeint^and 
propoied that there fhould be a Delegate from each Divifioil of 
tlie Society, to agree how to proceed. Mr. Fox has obfervedjin 
the Houfe of Commons, that the people have a right to alter the 
Government when they pleafe; the Scotch and the IrUh hive 
done it. The London Corrcfponding Society were firft formed 
to Ifend a Delegate to all the other Societies, to determine die 
beA way of Reform. The Friends of the Pe<^le, in thcBorougb, 
ftill.exift, and were determined to communicate with this, and 
an^ other^ Societies, and enqujre into their intention. It ivas 
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ilgreed that a ciroiUr letter fiiould be (ent to all the Sbcietios in 
London, to meet, two or three from each, and come to fome de-^ 
termination: The qucftion to be debated at each DiviGoii» 
What is the beft way of proceeding ? — and that meeting to be 
advertifed. It was determined to write to Sheffield, to inform 
them, that we will anfwer them very ihortly, how we meaa 
to proceed. 

Upon the fourteendi of February, 1793, the Divifion, number, 
twdve, chofe Mr. Godfrey as a Delegate, who was rejeiSled, 
being Lord George Gordon's Attorney. . My jiote is, tku: there, 
was another man in die Divifion, conneded widi Lord George 
Gordon, who was rejeSed. To be determined at the next 
meeting, whether they were to petition Parliament ; and the <ob-^ 
iervadcm is, that it will eiigage the public attention for the pre* 
fent. Agreed to demand a conferaice with the ConftitutionaL 
Society: they aredrawing updie ftate of the lepreientation, and 
are going as &r as us. The Friends ;of the People, do not go fa. 
far. The Borough Society does not go fo iar. Holborn jSo- 
ciety fay, they are for Republicanifm. The Aldgate Society b 
broken up} and mpft of the Members have joined the Q>r- 
refponding Society. There were about fix Societies in Lon^a 
to confer with. A letter foot to the Conflitutional Whig9 at 
Sheffield, faying, there wiU be a conference about diis. matter, 
and that they will write, to them. Three queftions would^ be 
propofed for confideration — ^whether to petition the King^rHo 
petition Piurliament— or to call a Convention. It was remarlied 
that it would be well to dedioe coming to any refolution till |d)9 
vi4iole Nation are agreed* Margarot fays, they ihould . n^4i^ 
petition nor rcmonftrats; it would be unconftitutional. ]te« 
ported that die Aldgate Society had thanked- Mr.. Fox for ^s 
Speech, faying, that the people might alter the ConflitMtifHi^ 
without giving their reafons. ' j 

The- next is a meeting of Divifion number t^^i!!enjty«three, hjeld 
qn the nineteenth of February, in Crown-flreet. The queflion 
was agitated, which was the right age for Eledion, eighteen! or 
twcnty-one; which was put to the vote. Came to a detjer^ 
mination to petition Parliameot., p 
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On the twoity-firft oF February, die Ddegates met at 
Compton-ftreet Godfrey^ wbo had been r^eOsd and rt* 
chof^n, was re)e£ked again, but infifted he 'would not quit the 
plac^; iherefbre they had no other way of getting lidof him,biit 
by adjourning tD Charles-ftreet. 

In Saturday evening, it was reported diat a gneat number of 
Delegates were in town from different Societies in Scotland, 
a Reform. 
Conftitutional Sodety have adjourned till the fifteenth of 
Match, to fee what Mr. Grey would d^ in Parliament. Agreed 
to write to all the Sodedea, to prefeiit a petition to Parliament; 
that their's was to be prepared immediately ', and it was expe£fcod 
diey ihould have twenty thou£md names to diis petition^ If diis 
peti^on was rejedad, they would write to their friends to con- 
tinue, and then will be die time for all to umte, and to petition 
the King. The Friends of the People approve of Mr. Grey's 
vemlmftrance. Reported that the bank's refufing to difcount 
woilld affifl thecauie, by creating inlblvency. A man propofed 
to 0iem, to fubfcribe to a book againft imprifonment for debt; 
they refiifed to fubfcribe ; but they agreed' diey woutd take ex- 
tra6b from it^ that were worth publifbing. Tliere was & letter 
iigrted Jeremiah Carter, or Curtis, the fifteenth of February, in 
anfWer to a letter of the firfl; and there was ananfwer to the 
Norwich Society, that they think the Friends of the People are 
friends to the caufb* 

- On the twenty-ejghdi of February, there was a meeting of 
Ihc^ 'Delegates, at Mr. Stiff's, in ^Patefnofter Row* Mar- 
gaiJot propofed -thanks to Mn Fox and die minority, and to 
Lord Lauderdsde, and that this fbould be advertifed in the news- 
papers. Letter from Sheffield, inok^ing their reiolutions paffed 
en ^ the thirteenth of February, by order of the Committee. 
Extraft of a letter ; agreed to write to the Sheffield Society, that 
a petition to Parliament, though it won't fucceed at this time, it 
wilt anfwer a good purpofe. The London Correfponding Society 
^ going to petition, and write to all the Societies in this 
Kitigdom, to do fo; -it will caufe the fubjcd: to be imitated 
every week ; no time to be lofl;and they iay, we equally lament 
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the wars Gernld profiofes a petition from the London Corre* 
fponding Society to be fent by Margarot to Mr. Fox to be 
prefentod*. 

On the ferenth of March fourteen Delegates met. Hardy wa^ 
there ; a petition to Parliament produced, read, and referred t^ 
the Divifions; on the twenty-eighth of Maich new Delegates 
ve to be choien; Mr. Fiend's pamphlet on die war to be 
reprinted, and eachDivifion to have one; a petition tobedi^wn 
out on roUs of parchment^ each Delegate to have one, and to 
try what Cofiee^houfes will take it in to lie to recetve^gna* 
tures. Upon the twenty-iirft of March, Baxter reported that 
there had been Conftables at his Divifion; a letter dated die 
fifteendi €ii March, from the Birmingham Society to Hardy, 
of which he gives extra^ beginning Citizen Hardy ; reported 
that the Friends of the People had received two letters from the 
Friends of Freedom; Grant and* Littlejohn were dlfmiiled 
from their fltuation as honorary members of the Conftitutional 
Society— "that Society wrote to diis Society for other honorary 
members; Grant was difcharged becaufe he refuied to give up 
the manuicript ; Maigarot made a motion to print a thouiand 
of Frend's addreft to Republicans and Anti-Republicans, to 
make extra^ and ftrong remarks by Margarot. Upon the 
twenty- eighth of March there were (even hundred and eighteen 
fignatures, and Eve (kins are not yet brought in; a Select Com- 
mittee chofen to make new laws and to form Divifions ; a SeleA 
Committee to confider of future regulations for the Society at 
large, and for the conftitution of general principles. On the 
eleventh of April two thouiami had figned this petition ; \inrote 
to the Friends of the People, thanking them for their impartial 
ftate of the reprefentation^ fmall bills were to be ftuck up in 
the night, informing the people where the petitions lay for 
fignatures. 

On the twenty-ninth of April there was the anniverfiury 
dinner of the Ccmftitutional Society, at the Crown and Anchctf 
Tavern, Lord Sempil in die Chair. The witnefs iays the/ 
lalkfd very bddly, and laughed at &e fesirs of the public, and 
were fure a revolution would take plaee in, this Country. Then 
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come the tcafts — ^The Rights of Man — May deTpotifin be tnth- 
pled under the hoofi of die fmnifh multitude, &c. 

On the fecond of May, a Delegate meeting, number thirty^ 
one, Compton-ftreeti eleven Delegates prefent ; — ^Mr. Fox wrote 
to Hardy that the petition which had been brought to him 
went to a radical reform, by which would be underftood Ufti-* 
verfiJ Suffrage, which he was not a friend to^ but he wotiM 
prefent the petition if we defired it; Acy then defired Mr. 
Francis to prefent it; two of the Sheffield Delegates dot 
brought their petition were made honorary members ; Mr. Fox'i 
note was produced, but nothing turns upon that. 

At a meeting on the fixteenth of May, number (even pro- 
pofed to draw up a remonftrance againft the war. It was fidd 
Hardy had received an anonymous letter. 

At^a meeting on the twenty-third of May, twelve Delegates 
prefent. It was propofed to call a general meeting ; there was 
a letter from Littlejohn on the eighteenth of May — propofed to 
have a Committee to prepare an addrefs — notice wis taken of 
Le Brun's letter to Lord Grenville; this might be thought to 
have come from fome communication with France, and they 
waited to fee what notice would be taken of tiiat letter. On 
the thirtieth of May, Hardy moved to break up for three months, 
which was not carried. 

Upon the fixth of June a public meeting was advertifed five 
for fix ; thanks were voted to Mr. Wharton for his fpeech— 
agreed to be printed, and comments to be made upon it ; Mar- 
garet to get a tfaoufand copies of Mr. Wharton's fpeech. The 
witnefs fays he ceafed to be a Delegate from the fifteendi of 
June. 

He fays he attended Divifion twenty-three on the twenty-fifth 
of September— Reported that there was a new Society at Co- 
ventry, which W2LS encreafing, and that there was a new Divi- 
fion of the Correfponding Society that met at the Grove, in 
Bandy Leg Walk. It was ftated that Cruden, of Walworth, 
had wrote that ofFenfive paper called Le Guillotine; it was re- 
marked tiiat he was fuppofed to be employed by the Convention 
in France it was reported that there was a petition to the 
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King brought forward at the laft meeting of Delegates, but it 
was declared by Mr. Vaughan to be treafbnahle; in confequencc 
of whidi another was prepared ; eighteen new members were 
made that week ; Bell was going to Ireland, and would efta*- 
blifh a correfpondence there; a. petition was brought forward 
againft the war; Hodgibn was cholen Prefident^. and Hardy covi^ 
cinued Secretury. 

On die twenty-fourdi of Odober diere was a meeting ia 
Hackney Road to cicSt two Delegates to be ient to die Con- 
vention in Scodand, Margaiot and Gerrald were deded. Oa 
die fifdi of November it was reported Aat Hodgibn had re- 
£gned, and that Baxter. was chofen Chairman; diat Margarot 
and Gerrald went to Scodand on the thirtiedi of OStAcn dM 
,the funds were low^ the fubfcripdons not equal to the expences; 
that anodier Delegate be diofen from each DiviJion, to form a 
jSub-Committee to revife die Conftitudon; report of a new 
Society formed at Briftol; that Colonel Madeod and Sinclair 
were gone as Delegates to £dinburgh from the Conftitudonal 
Society. 

Then, Gendemen, you heard of an aflbciation at Lambedi, 
to learn die manual exercife ; the plan was not matured; tfaefe 
■were members of the Correfpooding Society, who weredefirous 
of learning the exercife. That memorandum refpe£tiag the 
aflbciation at Lambedi is fi> far material, diat it fpeaks of dut 
aflbciation as a diing that had been only then heard of for die 
firfl dme, and had not originally proceeded from the Committee 
of Delegates. 

On the twelfdi of November a Divifion meedng, number 
twenty-diree. Read a letter from Norwich approving the 
Convention at Edinburgh ; that the finances are very low, and 
a fecond fubfcription is wanted to fupport the Delegates in Scot- 
IwcL There is a kind of memorandum, or fort of iiiflruSion 
fiK* the Delegates; a letter is fent to the Delegates requefting 
them to vifit all the Societies in Scodand. l^he witnefs (ays, 
that at firfl he thought that wliat was (aid of the finances re« 
lated to the Norwich Society ; but he rather thinks that it 
fcdates to his xmn Society; reported that there was to be a 
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fecond general itietfting to be held at Edinbiirgb, but aftetmdb 
it was altered and intended to be held at Glafgaw; there wu t 
letter read, dated the eighth of Norember, frooi Hardy to die 
Pelegates in ScotkuuL 

On the feoohd of January, the witnrft attends again as t 
Delegate ; they refolved to remove the Committee Room to nuoi- 
ber three, in New Compton-ftreet ; that no perfon who had not 
belonged three months to the Society to be eleded a Oelcgifie \ 
agreed to draw up a hand-bill approving of the coiidud of Ac 
Delegates in Scotland, and cenfuring die Juftices ; to diftribute 
a thoufand in Edinburgh ; a letter -was read finom Sheffidd, 
figncd William Broomhead, Chairman^ reoomi'iending them to 
come to fixne fpirited relcdutions to be adopted for the fiippoit 
of the Delegates immediately; it was faid that at this mectiiig; 
ihere were about two thoufand. 

The next meeting is the ninth of January; he has not got 
Hardy's name down as prefent, but believes he was dwie; 
there was to be a general meeting on die twentieth for dinner 
at the Globe ; a fub-committee was appointed for the manage- 
ment of this meeting, the names put down for Stewards were, 
Tbelwall, Franklow, Agar, Kyd, Lovett, Harrifon, Stiff, Pc»- 
coclc, Harris, Sinclair, Powd, Williams, Mitchel, Pearce, 
Moore, MolBFett, Martin; thofe who dined were to pay five 
(hillings and fix-pence, and thofe who did not dine only paid 
fix-pence for their tickets; another Sub-Committee to beap^ 
pointed to write to the Societies to unite in an addreft to the 
Public on their invaded rights, by the proceedings of the Ma«* 
giftrates at Edinburgh, and to difcufs the conduct t^ Mr. Dun- 
das; the witnefs Lynam was reported to be a Spy; he wai 
tried by the Committee of Delegates, and acquitted by a great 
majority. 

The wimefs (ays he was at the meeting on the twentieth of 
January at the Globe Tavern, . Martin was Prefident; when 
they were affembled the floor gave way; he was there before 
the bufinefs begad; they went to a room above flairs, diere 
were Martin, Ramfay, Richter, Thelwall and Hardy Acre. The 
ihort-hand writer reported Margarot's trial; aa suUrefi to the 
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NafioH W«^ «»rrieii^ and then tfaby ff}j«riirndl.to dmne)-y 1%^ 

die witnefs came again into lI^4afge*r&iMll-^)Mi' iiter- h6 had 
diilcfctc r " • . • :^ /,■ . ■.:■'! i. i':.:.t .:.: . ,. 

' /TheM #at a iheetlnf of Delegitfel H&ritittAQiim^ Hfti^ 
C^lnptjim^fbrikti on tto tvrtat^tttM-^ JWiilft^> 4M {>^irdndf 
'Wrts 'A6i>e-'*^dt$8 -that hand4iiU» be ftMk>''t^,<'ia/Ii)^ ivRK 
gtkMaH^d We Wifh «»'iedre6. • The-niii^ dilltp dmtWne'fi^ 
ward was a box for the fubfcription for the fupport of the SleM 
li^gatea in Scodandjf it watii^p«Aedf ifi^ .nl^c^ith^ lin^ libs 
tyl. ^Si s^ an4 'taneliaAiliiiHngs; Itwft p^a^red^tCytpdbliili 
the names of diofe^who had givMisyidatioefiagaabft the patriot^i 
<hi« Wa6 olije£Mto4fyTheAwaIl):;a6^ -might produce nhaflkeAsi 
Itwae propbfed- aJttiiat'tiindJio «feMfe two- Sob^Dtfegates td 
Attend the perpetttd'CemttifttcifrCb ivsikh- the Parlbttient everf 
flight i thi^ propofid Was not called f it w^ propofed that die 
•Committer Should b€f anade pefpatBal»r. 

Upon* the thi«tvfith of JaftuatTV ^ m^^ting ofDdegateS, H»xly 
being prefent) Divifion number eleven itcofnmended to divide 
A^'Met^potli intoDivifions; number tMrfeen moved' to n^ 
^ORlmend it to diofe who are* not< membeii td fobfo^ibe $ liumbef 
eight wi&ed- 10 kifoW if they f&oQid remove into tfat Borough, 
that prcfs^gangs were about, anA^they had loft their bufinef$t 
Thelwall mOv^d fto appoint a- ^enttanent Committee of Dele- 
gates fo'confidbp of'the^meiE^eatO'be pucfued daring the pre^ 
lent pofture<>fai«ir%aMi'to'beaifMret one^ thofe of theGeiieral 
Committee of Dekgttes ali^ead^ chofen t(»be filled up by cfther 
, Delegates.) to be ihv^ed whh 4^Gretionar7 power to report t* 
ihe Cornmittice of Dekgatksy butP the Committee of Delegate! 
have powef to d^^Tolye'dMh^ Whtolfhey pleafe ;• the Secret Com'': 
itiittee were Ms^n^- Baxter^ WiUiams, Thdwall and Moor«b 
Thi! "Secret ComYnitfefe wei% to cdnfider what aieaAu-es were 
to be adopted^ a^d to' call a Geiieral Cottinlittee of Delegatci 
whiBii they tfaMght firo^r » iK S^^Donimitt^ of thitt» pro^ 
fotM to GOhikfer tiif' raifii^* fiibferiptSoai fot tHeDd^fstte&jR 
Scodand^ refen^' to^ the Secrt^ Comlaktde Wltb full ^Weirai 
Thdwatt pM>ptfM % GoomHttie^r vm^ aa « Co«tfdtM'4f 
- VoitIV, Qc i ExL^^w^^ 
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General Cof 
j^ubliOi any tbing^^but thii wz% withdrawn 
Briflol from old friends new revived* 

On die fixth of February | at a meeting of DelegatcSi Kxrdjf 
being prefenti a motion horn the Permanent Comroittec to 3p» 
point others who are not to be known* The witiie&'s me* 
morandum is, that as it was dangerous, they were to be dif^ 
folvcd) and to name othersi and their names ivot la be mco« 
tioiicd. 

Gentlemeni this (hews you the progrcfs of this appointmejit 
of a Coitiinittee it had gone to the appointment of a Secret Coiw 
mittect to a£l in the then po^lurc of ailair^; that the St€Stt 
Committee were afterwards diflblved in this extraordinary waj^j 
but they were to name another Secret Conunittee, whofe nam(^| 
were not to be knowii ; fo the bufinefs was to be condyiled byl 
Secret Committee, who might probably be the faincr pcrlbnH 
could not be known by any one to be the fame perfons^ and 
ground of it is* that it was thought to be dangerous. W 
the Secret Committee were to do is matter of obfervadofi 
this extraordinary pioeeeding. A letter was received in a 
from Sheffield from Margarot, dated the eleventh of Jaiiuari^ 
and a letter was received from Gerrald for a £hort-hand writ^ 
to he fcnt down to take his trial. A 

At a meeting on the twentietli of Fcbruaryt number eighteH 
moved to reprint the Rights of Swine i a Committee of Cevcfl 
are to revife the new conftitution of the Society j reft' m 

fifty thoufand hand-hiljs of Lord Stanhope \*t fpeech i^.j>vw;.,^ 
the tbreign troops be printed, and to return him thanks. AAn 
this time the witnefs fays he ceafed to be a Delegate. He WM 
then aflced who and what he was ; he defcribes hioiCbU' to Im 
an ironmonger, and to be id the commifTion linei that he Wh 
firft a^nong this Society by accidcot at the fign of the ManHofl 
Houfc, where be faw fome of the refolutions of the Society i hd 
told die tajidlord that dns appeared to him to be a meetitig tm 
overturn the ConilimuDn, and advifcd him not to let cbcn 
meet there any more, for if he did that he would have hh lim 
ctncc taken from him. He %& he wept into lbs room arufl 
1 . conv^ildJ 
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tenVetfed widi Watfon ; be refers to a pjlpef wliidi tife taikt* 
ford (hewed him which was die refolutions and ikldrefs of thd 
Society; 

' ' Upon his crofs-*e7tamination, he fays fUrdicir, thsit he b iflf tfid 
temmiffion line, and has done btifihefs fitxn Birmingham- an^ 
Sheffield; he lays he is now applying to bufihefi in the £aft 
Imfisrfine; he has been feven years in this way in a finall degree^ 
however He did a great deal of bufihefs laft feafen ; he had a 
warehoufe in Wood-ftreet^ he removed from one houfe in WooB- 
ihreet to anddleir^ arid from tfionce to Walbrook^ where h6 has 
beMi ever fliice ; he has not hctn in the letail way {intt he left 
Alexander Shrimpton and Company) that the refi)lutions and 
addrefle^ were firft puMiflied upon the twenty^iburth of Mayi 
1792; he fays ^t when he was tried for being a Spy, diere 
was nothing particular brought forward againft him. In that 
month, he fays, he went into Staffordfhire awl YoAlhire for 
fomettme; that- he eonfulted With a friend, who reconinfiended 
tb^him to make a report of- thefe trahia£Hons, and he has done^ 
to from time to time; he thinks the firft report he made was on 
thefirft of Odober, 1793; he made his reports to one whom 
He Was certain would commumcsite- thofe reports to a proper 
channel, but that perfon was not a Magiftrate ; he fays he put 
down every thing he could; that it was his'dtity to do fo, for he 
was t6 report to his own Dlyifion, ■ aiid he gave the feme reports * 
to his Divifion, according to hisnotes^ aS he had given into that 
channel hy which he meant to make a difcoV^ry of all that had- 
pafled. 

Gentlemen,' it has been a fatiguing woric to go through AcCc 
broken accounts of the tranfa£tions of the Society from this 
raan*s notes, And the accounts muft necefTarily be fome^n^at ith' 
pcrkSti but upon the whole they carry mth them Very greats 
marks of authenticity ; and with refpedl to thofe f»Eti which can' 
be clearly coUeAed from them, they feem to be very weightily ' 
proved, and I camiot imagine that the evidence of this man ia ; 
fluken in any particular whatever, from the mere circumfhnce 
of a man, otherwife of credit, choofing to give informadon o£: 
procefdings ^ch he conceived to be dangerous to the ConfH* 
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tttioti of the CeuHtry^ te bj that that is to al&ft his credit, -is 
not » thing 'U>;beaf&it8d ma Court of Juftiec^nor fit to be 
encouraged by a Jury. Wherever men of this defcription give 
evidence, and 'they give their evidence in a w^ which is frirly 
f psa to obfiervation, tbd dircumft jince of their coming to give theif 
evidence in diis manner wiU have its weight, hut if their evi« 
defiGe in other rj^p^pt^ is wiformiy confift^it ' and probable^ snd 
it noc impeached^ it is not enoQgh to (ay that this man vent 
into Ah Society on purpofe to inform die Magiftfste of what 
wa$ pt^big* It is ejBtremely neceflary that fliould be doiw^ it ii 
the duty of Magiftrates iih wit^b otrer -the publvc pcdGe^ if my 
tiling: iiMftniat. is going, forward by which Ao piiblic peace o( 
the Country may be i^ReSed; it it the dplgr of die Magifttate Is 
ufe all prc^ meant td^bfid^ tbeis^ proceedings to tight, in oider 
that they may ;b€ brougM to ihe teft of tbcflat^F.^ and be would 
be criminal if hedid not ufe thefe aoeans^. 
* The nejEt "witnefe is Maclesn^ he. produces: a l^ttier found 
upon Adams, 'the Seonstery of die- Conftitutional Society, dated 
the diiFteendi of Odobefy 17^ from tfaeEditor of the Pa&riot^ 
at Sheffield, direded to John Andrews^ Secretary to the Society 
of the Friends of UnivetTal Peace and th^ Rights of Man» at 
Stockport. 

This fetter, though of * pretty old date^ feems to have 
deferved attention 1 it fliews -the ettraordinary diligence and 
attenti^ with wUdi the making profelytes to this caufe, was 
fsirfued in thlt part of the Cottntry^ as well ifs io qiany others. 
That letter and the anfwer to it muft be read. 

(FiJe yolunte 3, pages 102 and 167.) 

Gdfdemcn, die n^^t Vritneft Is John Coates^ he £iys he is 
^ fippreildce to Fnmklow, who lived ^t number one, China 
"Wdk, LaAibedi; he fays he wa& bound apprentice in Novem- 
ber tail ^ * that Franklow ufed to be out late rf nights; that 
tket« uCei to be cxercifmg with fire arms iip ftairs twice a 
week, about eight d'clock in the evehing; that Shelmerdme 
aAd Wttians wer* twd of the lierfons who ufed to be diere, 
.■I■^^.J: :c? -. . . . dicre 
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tha« were abMit eiglit or-nkie of diem; he Ai^pbieB'theiii'l^ be 
the feme peribns, the window (huttera-were flivt'|hi« maftet 
vfed to go to Worcefter-ftreeti in the Borough, he dkxs liok 
know what he did there; he Ap ^e arms diey viM'st feft 
mafter's houfewere kept on the firft floor, he liitl notkaow 
where thejr were pat after his mafter was apprehended; he le^ 
members feemg cartoueh boxes in the evttuig room, -thejrlajr 
vpon the board; he once Giwhis mafter in' regimetitak, and that 
WHHams had a uniform, he iaw his mafter in regimentds onie 
Sunday morning in the boufe. 

Jamies WalAi was at Chalk Farm when Rkhter read die 
refolutions; he heard the word Convention mentioned by hizn^ 
and that they had formed a corre^ndence wifb diSerent So- 
cieties in diflerent towns ; that was aH he could fyczk to, ex^ 
cept that two 'hundred thoufiuid copies of the refolotions werb 
to be printed; and he lays that ThelwaU fpoke-very -vioieut. ■ 

Thomas Green was die next wifinefs;^ he-&ys -he is^a per- 
fumer, that he aUb desds in knives and-***cudery vhrt^ he ^Lyi^'it 
IS cuftomary for perfumers to deal in fuch artidesi he fa^s he 
had knives ^th a catch in the back,* he had direb-docen of Aem 
from Sheffield, packed in finall pareids, htfolti^Aurtccn of 
them, he can name three or four-perfons who^ bougie fin^ 
knives, one was the prifoner at the bar, and that he jent him 
fix others in a package; that he was to makV thoipe of 6ni4 
and if he could difpofe of the reft he might; hfe did not book 
them, and four of them were returned after Hiardy ^vsts appfe* 
hended, he had not called on him before;- fie ' faid he fiAi oAi 
to one Mr, Billington, and one to Groves; Tie bad itfiem* froifii 
Scoffield and Company, at Shef^eld; that Kie ' had 4ealt with 
another perfon in Sheffield; they have riders, one happened' to 
bring patterns of this kind of knife, which bdbre Imbadfeen iii 
flaops in the Strand, and other places, and fo he orderec) a parcel j 
be fays he does not know hpw Hardy came ^*knbv^ that *^e had 
chem; he fays that in Compton-ftreet he ate his -fuppcr with 
one of thefe knives, Pcarce had another vrfiich was raAet 
liettcr finifljed, and which he had not bough^ of die witnefs. 
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^ UpOifi his crofs-examinaiion, he fays he ufol 
t& this feven ye?js agoj that he has twenty of th 
te bought kit nowi moft cutlci*s (bops have diepiMiuKt he 
Ibid them in the common courfe of his trade. As to Grav^ 
|ky& he came to purclioie a knife, ai\d he reinarked the utility 
the knife i he did not t^ll Grovt;s lh*t he had fold two of 
hoiidied of thctn, but Groves aiked him if he bad fold mmft 
hr told him yes, he iiot liking to difcoarage the falc of bi& own 
goods t be fays be did j:iot defire Groves to fpeak low, bo:ai 
the parlour door was opejij and his wife wis a damned Aril 
crat, be did not itfefwch an expre0ion ; he did nut dcfirc Grov 
to fpeaklow; dmt the knives lay openiy in the glafc cafc 
falei he lays h^ did not keep them to fell to mifchievous pe* 
and be does not lecoUti^^ %^ng a word about bis wili^i or 
ufliig the word Ariflocrat, and that he never wiihed to cOfiQpl 
from his wife that be fold thefe knives. 

Now here, undoubtedlj, there is a flat contradi^Uon betwteii 
him and Groves i they are both witnelTes called on the put of 
Ihe Crown i they certainly put you under a dilemma, and oukc 
it diiEcuIt for you to be fatisfied that Groves is a perfoa who U 
mtitjed to credit for what he has iaidi at the fam« tkno though 
Groves is contradicted to this particular by this witnels, \m 
contradi£led in no other particobr where witiieflcs might bai 
been called to contiadid him, thfit is a circumftance for yi 
co^fideration, upon which you wiE exercife yotir judgmi 
I am not U all preffing you to incline to give more credit to 
5vimer$ who has been contradidlcd in one particular, than 
whale tenor of his evidence upon the whole entitles him to« 

The n^xt witnefs, js Edward Hodfonj a printer, he declii 
linfw^ring whether be primed a particular paper which was fbew;^_ 
|o him, but be admits that one ^lodgfon applied to him to pri|fl 
it, and braught the manufcript, 1% is ^ h^d^bill relpeAUig tte 
ios^d outs, that we are in danger &om the Frc::*^. 1 ■ ^ 
the HefTians, and Hanoveriansj in either cafe we (h 1 ^^ 
^d l^arn how to ufe them— pyou rccolledt the paper. He ii^ 
that from all he obfervedj he has no rcafon to fuppofe thar 
p^f thing but a Refymi of rarli^mcm in vicwvibar 1; 
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part of tlieir pTari to attack the King, he nevtt heard any liiA 
thing, or to difplncc the Lords— he would not have continued t 
moment longer In the Society, if he had fuppofed any fuch 
thing. 

Ke fays, that upon Hardy and Adams being taken up^ and 
reports being in circulation, that under pretence of rcforni) they 
had other objefts in view, he left them— he fays he underftood 
the Convention was a thing not determined upon — that they were 
to take the advice of the Societies in the Country, whether they 
were to afleoihb a ConvenUon — he fays there w»s no idea of 
Iheir making laws, or introducing the anarchy of France jntd 
England — ^he became a member in the month of February***ho 
&ys he has read a printed copy of the refalutjons at Chalk Farm, 
he has feen a printed copy of the proceedings on the twentieth of 
January; he knew nothing of their having any thing to do witk 
the works of Paine — that fcveral people applied to him to print the 
proceedings at Chalk Farm. 

The next witnefs, is George Rofs» of Edinburgh**- he fays he 
became a member of the Society of the Friends of the People in 
Edinburgh, about the end of the year 1793; that he was a mem- 
ber of the Britifli Conventions be fays he made a miftakeat firft^ 
as to the year, it was in 179a, that he was made a member; that 
At the end of November, or the beginning of December, 1793, 
the Delegates from other Societies in Scotland attended, and forne 
from England; he fays he received fome letters from one Stocky 
in Edinburgh, who was a member of another Society of the fame 
nature; he fays he fentfeveral of them into the Country; one to 
a perfon of the name of Miller, at Perth, which is now produced ; 
he fen tone to Strathaven, and one to Paifleyj he is not certain 
whether he fent one to Dundee; he cannot be certain whether he 
prefent at the vote of union that they came 10 in the Con- 

ntion, when they extended their hands; he fays he remembers 
flie faft of their difperfion — he fays the circular letter pitnluced, 
is the paper which was fent by him, to diffbrem r^ts of Scot- 
land* 

Upon his crofs-examiaaiion he fay^ that his only objeA was t 
reform in the Houfe of Cemmoos> he never thought there we» 
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|PA ipt9i^{|D^(aatf9^:di9 Knff^ pefipQ, or h^ pfuoffitiw$^^ tbqp 
M mt: at ^H iQonQdfr tl\e»^vi»: as ^tf Parli$mieD|t pf Qf^ Bri- 
ti^Hi bHttljejr mtHlitj^cQfifi^r of proper, picans of p^titigoiiigS 
he fays he perceived nodiing of any other intent i nothing was £ud 
|^Mi)ft -^'j^ifigi ih^^ lifi ^e^i bp feys it womU .have been 
fpifiihf, pawglk |o»||9Biptili9^i9i2^}aws ^ , bind the people—he 
6ysjtb9.Smiib Cimytnti^N:^ /ronllftf^d of about two himdrai per« 
im%-i;tfa9jrhld nfiJWiii tP^Baw* tt? Miigiftrati^ j there was no 
|»regauf«tiQ^/oC jfJM ifOOUMj' ^ lefi^sme ^ be iai4 they M no- 
Aii«Blc«al il>^C«llK>i*5^si.if.til^yh^ thought it illegjdt tbey 
WQVii mihiVpdoftl^iloiAr: if rthey ha4 thought it dangerous to the 
King*-|toy-'jJio|d4.W*iJiV§ riwit. Relays the Convention 
^Sm^^J^feg^Sii i!li 141^ m(>% people of good charai^, 
^co*afi^Qf^fpbw .l4vw.iWl4::.g«)4 in^ he does not 

«fiiBoftbfiiig.^iiw*at1l pftT^fiirf^ refolutiop, enquired after- 
he faysi i|ejEhinto Jiaw9« pref^t^ wbefi ^ refglution was come to 
about the Habeas Corpus A£t, tp me^. at a place to be appointed 
by the 3e{Ui:t. C^misittef. Qe (ays Dowpi^ was a member of 
thr ,3ooietyi N U«idffr(V>p4 ibe. CpnveotioB .of £inergency, to be 
cslisd t§ .i)e|i$ip)jLjP|u;l|4i^^i (hat }if; would not have agreed to 
s^ ^nyeption up^n any o^er temis; that he- understood they were 
)^ fpe^ify'^ pj^pular refofip m. tb^ir petition. 

Ar|h\ir M^Ew:^^ &ys, he lives at the Water of Leith, he re» 
meq^bers the ^peifioq of the Conventm by the Magiftrstes; 
that s| large Coqfiinittee.of llnion met in confequence of it, of 
wliii:h ^Y^.wa5 s( member;, there was another Conunitteei a 
Sub-.Coinmitt^^ calW ^.-Qommittee of Ways and Meansj that 
Sto(^ Bwk» AitchifpRa^Bonthron, Downic, Watt^ and him- 
felf, were, qf Jhat Cpmmittee, tp Ipol^ into the affairs pf Skirving i 
he incy^jfiwj^ktter enquired after. 

H5%«):Jbat. Watt re^ to^ t;hem a p}sm to feia^e fl^ Lord 
JqftH*^rk>?w4 *e rejSl of ^e I^ds pf Council and Seffion^and 
tbeZ^d. ftpyojli to ku^^ * fire at the Ej^cife Office, in the 
NewarTOwn,. an$itjia^ parjics ftk9ul4 be ft^jionc^ ji> the ftreet, to 
intercept the fcidiers as they came down from the Caftlei the 6xe 
yf^$ to dravif the nuiitary from the Caftlei coming down to a 
]PW^tK.t^^Wtftl¥iiftdof^^ by two p^rtif Si. thsi^ Afferent par- 
tics 
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^ weitloftisetfe Banking Hoiifes in Edinburgh,. aM Cdnlii 
fniiEoners were to be appointed to dcniand die eafh from the bankfr'i 
he did not kitow who were to execute diis, cmly die Sub«X>mi^ 
mittee were preient whendiis was diiclofed; the wimefeiTald' h6 
objedied to all d)is> he would not agree to any diin^ that ^Oidd 
difturb diepeaoC) or (bed the blood of his Countrymen i-dtat 
Bonthron agreed with him, and no further communidttion Wal 
made at that time. -- 

He (ays at anodier meeting. Watt produced a copy 6f tf pnv* 
damation, prohibiting die removal of corn, grain, hay,^ and 
meal; that peribns were not to remove the fame from theit r»- 
^£tive places of abode; there M^as a copy of an addreft to the 
King, ordering him to difisiifs his prefent Minifters, and to pat 
an end to this bloody war, or elfe he might exped bad tonfe^ 
quences to enfue-!-This was tobefenttotlie King,' on the morn- 
ing after the attack. The witnefs iaid, thefe things did not be^ 
long to the cade of a reform, and he would have nothing to do 
with it 

He fays he went with Watt, to Robert Orrocks, to befpeak 
pikes; Orrock iketched out one. Watt faid he had four thoufiuid 
to fend to Perth, Befides what he had to diftribute about Edin-^ 
burgh; Stock was of the Committee, he faid he was going to 
London, or Briftol, and would wait on Hardy by the defi^ of 
Watt, who propofed to fend a letter to Hardy; Stock undeitook 
to take this letter. Stock took a flip of paper, and gave htm (bmo 
token by which this fame correfpondence was to be condoled, fome-^ 
thing was to fignify, that the Ariftocrats were doing fo and fo^ 
and the Democrats fb and fo; Stock was to call a^ain upon Watt^ 
the witnefs {aw him no more. 

Upon his crofs-examination he fays^ that a Parliamentary Rei 
form, was the objed of the Society; that the Society, to whicif 
he belonged, confifted of about twenty; that he attended the 
Convention about half a dozen nights; that they meant tocb^ 
tain a Parliamentary Reform, by a petition, and that it was to 
have come under confideration, the night they were difperfcdi 
You fee there was afcrollofa petition brought forward, -and i 
negative put upon it, in a certain way, by calling for the order 

of 



©f tht€ay; but that ffory of his, hcmuftbeiniftaken ini he^ef§ 
it w5Si to come umler confideraiicwi the night of the difpcrfion ; iluC 
dicrc were neai two hundred memhers; that they hH<l Jioamis; be 
ju:vi^ heard of an intention to ufe force; that the reJbmi moftof 
ihcotfpokeof^ WS3 Univerfal Suffirage^ ai^d Annual ParHamcmi| 
mid fame were for Tricjinial Pail laments ; he fays there w^ Wh 
thing faid^ touching the King, or the Lords : lie cannot under* 
tike to fay, what that Committee of Union W2S for, he I 
Imu that it was for the purpofe of cftabliihing a new Co 
lioni he fays Skirving's letter was rcaii at a meetings and a J 
CoQimitt^ appointed. He fays he heard the Deleg^es were to 
have another Convention, of the time, and place of meedng, 
which they were to get itiformation, he could not fay as to x 
poles of the new Conv edition. 

WtUiam Middleton, fays he fcarched the houfe of Watt, i 
fifteenth of May, but nothing turns upon that* 

Gendemen, thb was the evidence they gave of a Confpir 
breaking out In Scotland, after the difperfion of the Conirenri^ 
which it is infifted upon by the Attorney General, make*; a pz 
©f this general plan, m this Country; that by poiTibihty, Hardy>] 
cireylar letter, or fnme other of Hardy*t publications | or the pub 
<^tion of the Sheffield Committee, or of the Conftitutional Socle 
might hate excited; this is certainly true, and tlicrefbrc the evid 
couJd not be rejected i but es to the bringing home to the prifoi 
Hardy, that he was implicated dirc£ily in this, conipinicy, tte 
evidence doe^ not appear to me to go that length, for all the con* 
Verfation about a letter to be carried by Stock, to Hardy, comes 
to nothings for Stock never did deliver that letcer; Margarot and 
Gerrald, who were Delegates with HardyV participation froiii the 
Correfponding Society, Jon*t appear to have been involved in 
this confpiracy — they were 1 believe. In cuilody at the time, and 
u[ion ihc whole therefore, that does rather fcem to hai^'e been (om>- 
thing that broke out in confcquence of tlic general irritatio^i^ which 
had been (0 improperly produced by the pains that had been takeo 
throughout the Country to irritate it| but I don't fiee ajiythiiig. 
that makes it probable, that Hardy» pqrfonaliy* waa 
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i2;i .this part of the con^[>irac3r^ or tiiat he knew anything at al 
fhboutit. 

^ Goadcmcn, the next vritne^.Schzwv produces apeiper, ftunl 
upoQ Thelwall, and Noft produces a paper, found upon Martini 
thefetwo papers are proved to have been Martin's haq4«writings 
th^ were fiHtnd after Hardy's apprdienfion; but diey become 
evidence^ even in this cafe, againft Haidy, from die ciicumflanica 
pf their having been proved, by two witnefles, to have been in 
Martin's poffiiffion, before Hardy was apprdiended; they werc^ 
therefoxe^ papers that exifted before that time. 

Now this paper purports to be projeded lefolutions or 
the meeting at Chalk Farm; diey differ eflentially from tht 
refolutions that were agreed to, and appear to be of a more direA 
and violent caft dian diofe refolutions were, becaufe they point 
immediately to die perfon of die King ; it will be proper that yon 
ihould hear that paper now read. 

{Fidi rol. Zy page Jji.) 

Gendemen» what is conveyed by diat laft reiblutioh ? That 
it is the bounden duty of die people to puniih all Traitors 
againft the Nation, and that the following words are now not 
a part' of dx oadi of allegiance; that it is not lawful to take 
lunns againft die King; a more dangerous and more treafonablo 
papQT, one has hardly ever ieen : of this paper, I have to remark^ 
diat there is no evidence which dire^y brings it home- to tho 
prifaner, Hardy, but die evidence ftands thus-<-This has been 
snani&fily a draught of a refdudon, which, in die mind of the 
drawer, was intended for a meeting of the London Correfponding 
Sodety, about that time; the date to it is die fourteenth of 
April ; upon that fourteendi of April die Chalk Farm refidudons 
were propofed; the pa{5er was found i^khx Thelwall, who was 
prefimt at the Chalk Farm meedng, and taking an a&ive part 
diere; fudi a paper, dietefore, found upon Thelwall and A/brttn^ 
tWo members of this Society, feems but too maniieftly to prove 
what theideas were that were floating in the minds of diefe 
^ople^ at the time of diofe xefolutioos i and they certainly ibev?, 

diat 
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f^t^ferj'imff:roia9 'defigns :w£re conceived by feme of linfe 
peopk, to be brought forward, at that time, in feme flupe or 
ftficr J iiovr it wM.'fetded; in sprint confultadon; by what per- 
JQOS; Aere b 'ooHixcSk evidence i diat you can only gtiefiat) 
Ijtmy ^uc^ petfood that ufually traniaded the bafineft' fer this 
(;o(re^>QnKViig; Soctety:;. you knovr who they were; Hardy was 
«pnfi«ipal ODe.Tr-Whethcr that is foffident to convince yoi^ thst 
lie .had any tbing to.do with it, *or whether you have tmkti to 
iaink^ |hat> bad as tt is, it has notliing to do with any body, but 
dio£: npoii whom .tC was found, that is nutter for your oon- 
fderation; but it certaiidy ihews, that, in the minds df thefe 
perfoqs, there was danger, of the moft alarming • degree of 
TioI«:nce, that one can hardly venture to contemplate 3 it leads to 
p. degree of wickednc6v that one could hardly iuppofe to be 
(offible*-— With this evidence the cafe on the part irf" the profe- 
Ctttion clofes; and now I hav&toread to you, therefore, the 
evidence on die part of the prifoner. 

The firft witnefs is FloriniOfid Goddard; ht &ys he is a 
member of the London Corre(ponding Society ; he was of the 
tusi^ divifioQ as Hardy, number two; he fays he attended very 
regularly; he does not know that he mifled a night for tiro 
years ; he iays> tiiat he ceafed to be a member when Hardy was 
^iken i}pi tk^t Hardy was very rarely, abfent; that he was per* 
fyEtly well acquainted widi him; that. he hardly ever mifled 
i:aUing upon bim of a Sunday ; that he was a remarlcably peace-t 
able man % a friend to order ; that when die meetings wei^ dif- 
perfed^ Hardy defired that they would not- even bring a ffick 
with them ; that hi$ object was a Pariiamentary Refon^ in the 
Houfe of Comrnons, and that it was no pact-of his view ti> make 
4ny. aiteratioti in the Houfe of Lords ; that htf meant iiothing 
ag^ft the Crown ; God forbid that he ibould ; that there were 
fieqi«em converiations upon political fubjeds, which he had with 
W»ody ;. that curipfxty induced him tp a(k a number of queftions, 
and be never fuppofed the prifoner had any views diiFerent from 
his; be fays he zkever heard of the Jetter from Sheffield, about 
pikes; that his. brothdr introduced him; he was at the Globe 
7'avtrn, and at .Chalk Farm; Jiiat every "thing was very peace- 
able ; 
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ipbic; diat there were fiNne refdimotfs m.pntifif'vAasit oohtitons 
j^cpnred fiM^apunt of. whit pilTedrhetiiiAt^t/ifaafi aHth^ t^ 
trai^l^My «c bptK places, w^ agreeable to tfie law: «f^lMr 
landr ■•'. .■■.'■ ■.•.';.,;.'•■:; ■'.■■•T J ".>• 7 'l^ 

He (aLy$yit is true,, that (he Society foiC.JIJekgafiasr'Ccyithi 
Scotf^Cenvention; that hioifcif was not ]QoflKe?'ikd<haibiiba# 
9f a Secret Cominittee ; he tiever keard wka ttep^ocem-p ta: dow 
spt-tbiak that the body knew who die Seait'QonjmXKBe'n^a^ 
1^ ilufew. nothiiig of their pnxxedings, aiid%e:ifiiiiat?jdiidaradr 
attend lifter iHardy was taken up. — ^He iajf9, Mai^asid: ini.@enM 
yr^ge "{heiFj^degates; he may hare feen«the:AdiifB&4i6tW?&9nli 
«f A^«evft} 1792; he heard of a circular letter, whach waaii^<» 
$«^)tl04d to ^ aCoRventioht he does ii0tvknoivMiow?'itKgot 
sb^e^ hut iie .bciai^i of it at liis DirxfioD, dot tliis waf^torioll V^ 
CoiivcamiQaL: he iays^ tbat di/e proceedings at dn GMw Hjofitaif 
on the twendedi of January,. and die.proccediilgs>£itCiikBclFaMi/ 
were p^adeftble and ^xsiriftitutsenal ; that -tbere^flfi^belcMgs 
after diniior^ ,|ntf tfaiey were not in g^nend intnidi^^ hefl^htf^ 
has h^rd At ioDg, ^ God iave die Rights oF Man.;'? Iilir>luir 
heiLid <)£ dte Cabgj^ Blant, .plant die Tme^'' Jnit itcverlnsan} 3c' 
iiii^ ir': he*&yst a ni4n ufed .to lattend die Society, w^ tipaelofiif 
idla(bfct» he:&yshfrhad.aU ThdwaU's £>f«s;.he dMg^ 
diere was ml harm ' in diem |. dure was ooe very long one'; iie' 
CBomC ffoqlleft die tide of it; diree ti diefe fongswcre printtd* 
ia !9ni^ Aeet ^'-paper ^ be caon^ recoiled Ac tide of tbeou^^^ '- :•' 
; Th9 :<^y.«i>bfervation. diat occurs t* me^ :upofr dusf-ttianfs' 
e¥i4sac^ is d)^ diftaoctf. at which he feeihs to have been icepi' 
fr0fil^41 .lw>wledge pf wbaftwas domg;.>dKre was a:S«cti6C 
C0nfimi^e>wbidb feem to have managed all diematerial; conesrti^ ' 
cf the. Society) and it 19 remarkable,. that this per&n who WM* 
cft n nte &e d widi Hardyt.did not even know ^y thing with le^d > 
Co fiit fAfQUjfikSk%D0^ of the ^pikes; wfaedier Hanl/s ^nbt'^XMk^- , 
municating it liappened merely hy accident^ ■ which i ' dlink 
ntoA probable,' or whedier there was aliy raafiin for- not letting 
dpiil^maii idtir ditf bufinefs of the pikes^f&?a:gaod\]cal unceitaifS' 
upon this ftatp.of the .evidence^ buty if udiia.y io|da were let intb 
ill wfaj>^dda osaa was Jiotis iMtLoalp 

4 Francia 



I Fianeis* Vhw^ng fap he was a inemtef bftb* ^ ^^^1 
llldociBed to Handy's Divifron s tlietr only ol^e<^ was a kef^^^H 
P^Houfbof C<7mrDoris| chcyhad no thaugli(s againfl: the KwM 

or the Houfe of Lords ^ they had no idea of oppofing the Gova^f 
L SKfit by^ force. The obje^ of the Convention^ h^ ftys^ was to ^| 
I ibe £en£eof the Delegates, from diftcrent DiviQan^, to obmiti 3 1^| 
Ifcrai in the Honfe of Common^ and that there was no mtemdH 
■•ff procccdmg, by force^ by any man | he (stys^ thar he wtt t|H 
\ and ;i half iu the Dlvifion, and ne^er faw or h- ' :* , ! '^H 
ShrScldy about pikes > he was a member c; - o .l|B 
i the commencement of it: he fays be dined at the CvKifwn 
I lod Anchor^ on the fccond of May ; there was fome miiiir, bur 
I tf/s does not know what it wa?. He fay.^ he was at Chalk Farm ; 
lj|& few the refolutjons at the Globe Tavern, btit he A>es not 
lteeolle£l what they were; he was onceDcl^ate, *br fix monthii 

be ctaTed to be fo, Hvc or fix months ago. 

He feys he knew Spence's ftiop ; he bought pamphlets ifrtfl 

he has feen Franklow there, but never heard of zny «te 
I tinere^tjll he heard of it now; he fays he has heard of a C 
' «f Correfpondenoc ; if there was one^ it wasTmed by i 

ki^ws Hodgfon, the Hatter; he knows nothing of arty Secnrt 
^Committee being appointedi after the apprehenfion of Hardy i 
Ithat he has never been m Academy Court, Chancery I^ut^j hr 
r never heard of the Sheffield letter, till he faw it in the report of' 

the Secret Committee j he never heard of the order to ftick the 
i bills lip in the night i CaJter^ who ftuck up the hiils^ rcceii^| 

I the money; whether the bill wtLS criminal, he cannot tell | ke^^B 
lnQt hear all the contents of the refoluttonS ; the general cmdH^M 
Icf the people, he jays, at Chalk Farm was peaceable $ thcfi, ^M 
mys, he voted for the refolutions, without hearing them d!flin£M| 
rtut that others attended to them 5 that he voted becauie othalfl 

did; that is a way in which the majority, in thefc affemblie% 

II dare fsy, was very often oboiined. ^M 
' Alexander Wills fays he was between two and three >'CanlS 

member of the Correfponding Society i he fays the objecl of cM| 
Society was a Pariiamcatary Reforoi, in the Houib of Commons; 
that ihey Were full of refpc£t, honour^ and £delity, m the King r - 
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benevdrhalrriaifqA to ^hsik others intended. odierwt&s ne^ar, tak 
bis knovriodgei wis itkitended to do afty thing by foixe ; that iwk 
wouU not have continued in the Society, if there had been aajii 
intention of doing any tiling by force; he M not been a lne^lbeI^ 
of .the Sociiifcy' fince the King of Fnuioe fu£Fered;- that Jhe 
piifdber is of an amiable charader, an4 a good mend>es qi 
Society* 

. The witnefs &ys he is a. Dancing Mafter ; Jhfe is ^fo a membes 
of the> Conftitutional Society; he was i];itroduc^ by HokkoAf 
after he becanne ^ membier of the Conftitutionalr Society ; he wiOiuA 
fo hearfpeakers that were clever men; be took his rule of po^ 
litics from newi^papers, fisom public report, and lirom debates in 
both Hoiifes of Parliament ; be was but little acquainted with tha 
proceedings ; he did not fee the books at the meetings ; he msvex 
knew any of their trania^onSi which ni%ht briog the people^ or 
thofe they employed, into . any difficulties ; he may, he £iy% havp 
given a ihiUingi or five (hillings, a guinea, tvro guineas, or five 
guineas, to affift Carter; he £iys he often gives five guineas^ 
and he does not know who he gives it to; then, when preiled.% 
little, he £iys he might have given fixne ihilliiigs, if not guineas ; 
at laft he &id, he did not give guineas, but he did give it few 
ihillii^; he iays he. was afted, in one of the Socie^es, tp 
contribute, i».Compton*ftreet; he &ys he is not fure he gave 
more than tfaatr He never heard of a Secret Coquaittee, or Coob* 
mittee of Correfpondence, and never iaw any letter diat ha4 been 
vnritten to thepriibaer. I diink, notwitfaftandipg that ftrai^e 
flouriih of his, about die five guineas, one may iafely condudq 
dttt there w^ no ham in this witneft* 

Aidubald Hunter was a member of the London Correfpondii^ 
Society about twenty months; he knows: the prifiuier; he be-. 
longed feo the fame divifion with Hardy; he iays die objed of 
die Society was to obtain a Parliamentary Reform; he never 
underftood any thing elfe but a Reform in the Commons Houfe 
of Parliament; the King, and the Houfe of Lords, to remain as 
diey were^ be never heard of force out of the report; he fiiys, 
diere was no intention to attack the Government of the Country; 
tksf Hardy was a peaceablciwrefpeAibk^. quiet mani. he &y« 

Hardy 
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Hkxfy mvi9 pndtttedwjr ktter at dw IXitriflQivvbMit {uke^inC 
eothmianiGftt^ it^ Xtiii bis knoiirledgc^lie^oniiiiaed v-vwinbnrrf 
<h&Society; he was intioduced byJofe]diHa«)er$ heidkknotat' 
tend' VMy regularly, bmgfrequendy oat of toiWD;^ ■ 

Hr Ciys he- watf at Chalk Famn and^at die Globe Tamil} 
ht ttidtrOooi dieif proceedings wer6 peaceable^ h^hearidis 
refoludons read, but did not attend to diem ; he did not vcRbibt 
ftwii -l hi 'fcys^ fhati' frdHT the-iiiattemiort wfiicb pervadfls his 
i»)iobilddn4u£(^-lle Coulid'no^ keep Up his attentioii to faeSu^lriiSS 
Aioy n^erew-^^rHtt Jafys^he was'at nuiAber -duree, in Cocipioft- 
fh«el; that Thelwallwas there $ he flipped 4diere>^*-He ^theniijs 
k is (b kmg agd fifKte Ji^fpIloEired qryytaififXds^ that /he cannot ft* 
tdlltsSt what btijiheft he ^d f^a^-^ befaig prefTed^ at bid bs 
^knovdedged -he was a Periumei^ -and a HSaar Drcfiery twdfB 
yeaiW^o; hs SiyS bis money is'ibmettines- in theilackSy fam* 
limes fin his pepk^tj-^metiiifes: iil bud, 'and Sometimes in hou&i* 
What you will nudce ctf the evidence of dii^ vxrry cactxaordiBarf 
Witnefs; I-ddn^Mo^l-tobe fii^ it is 4t5 extcaoidiiiaryasone 
«ver- met witihi <"''■- ^''j- 

- Alefumder tnS^t (kys he ^ a Taybr^ that he was- a oiembtt 
tff the GorrefponArig' Society, for about ten mondis; he ccofol 
to he a niembet^-'laft April: was twelyemondi ; he ihys a Rvli** 
Mentary Refemv i^ the Houfe of CoDimdns, was the objeA sf 
^ Society; he %s they had no iment agahift Ohe ^Ktng, snd 
die Houfe of Levdt ^' they had noiaient fsoptoduce a Refemi by 
violence^ hewoiUdfaa^^had^nocbilceni inanyfach diit^ 
had-been their <3f(^e£h:- • l. . !: . 

William Barclay fays he-is n()t a memhir^ he is a-5boaaillcl^ 
in Duke-ftreet, Saint liaitin'sLane> he has Jmown tbe pnfener 
fifteen yearsj die prifiwicr was foreman to him feven yeakS) hs 
hears a very good chamd^r j he is of a peaceable and<oi4erlydiC« 
pofitionrandaveryhoneft man» ■ . ^ : 

ThoBjas Oliver lays he is a Difienting Minifter f be i» nets 
member of this Society 5 he fays he has known the prifetfep four 
ycar« i tliat he fliewed him a paper,€ontaining f<»mefei(iiu4:i6fis about 
Parliamentary Reform- 5 thewitnefe aflcedhim, whw^he vAimM 
md and defign was s he^ a iU6>r» of Faitiameni^ of the^HouA 

of 
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^ Gommoitt, vtpon peaceable and conftitudonal principles ; vtpaltk 
the (ame plan at the' Duke of Richmond propofed, in the year 
XTSa^^-He iaid he frequently tried to fuck out of him, what his 
intent was ; and, at firft, he iaid, he had done diis fince the re- 
port; that can hardly be; for, before the report, Hardy was in 
euftody; dien he admits it was when in his own houfe, fome^. 
vdiere about May or June; he (ays he b a man of few words^ 
humble, honeft, and fmcere, and a good Chriftian; and he fays 
he fears God, and honours the King.— -The witnefsi &ys he never 
Taw the Chalk Farm Addrefs, or die Globe Tavern Addrefi, and 
he does not know whether Hardy favours thefe refolutions ; he 
thinks Hardy once mentioned die name of a Mr. Bogue, to him, 
pf Portfinouth; he iays he does not attend to thefe things himfelf, 
not having much time, having the employment of preaching four, 
fermons a wtek, and making iliofe fermons; be fays he has 
heard converfations at Hardy's upon poUtics, rdative to a 
Parliamentary Reform. 

Mr* Daniel Stuart is Secretary to the Committee of the 
Society of the Friends of the People, in Frith-ftreet ; he fays he 
has feen Hardy frequently.-^In December, 1792, the London 
Correfponding Society fent a letter to die Friends of the People $ 
the witnefs carried the anfwer himfelf; he converfed widli 
Mr. Hardy; he underftood, from his converfation, that his whole 
obje£l was a Reform in the Houfe of Commons; that be meant 
to inform the people of the bad fbte of the Reprefqntatibn, to 
gain a great number of members to the Society, that they might 
get a great number of fignatures to a petition, to .obtain, diis 
point; he fays he called upon Hardy once or twice a week, out 
of curiofity, to know what they were doing, and they talked Very 
freely; he fays he never varied ; he was always for the Duke of 
Richmond's plan; he fays they never agreed in opiiiion; he does 
not remember any thing being faid about a Convention; he 
always thought Hardy a fimple inofFenfive man, and thp laft man 
to be guilty of violence. 

- Upon his crofs-examination, he fays he did not knew that 
Hardy was an affociated monber of the Conftitutioml Society ; 
^t the Friends of the People bad declined all intercourfe with 
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tktt Sodfi^i 'die' somipoiulcncc between hi* Society, mid th 
Sddcty of Sheffielil, was m May, 1791*1 he caaiioc l'ay» tluthf 
&w the addrefs of che fixth of Auguft, '794f ^^ ^d fee the 
ndifrcCk &( the twemicLh of January, 1794^ aitd he &w the 
fjnjceedmgs at Chalk Fann, mid they had enquired >vhat knpk 
his Society meant to go; hts Society declined aniwering, A lill 
of the Friends of the Peopk is fliewnto hiin ; be (ays, rhoi^gib 
iheie was no correfpondence between the Society of the Frieiufa 
of the People^ and the Socbty for Coriilitutional Information, 
yet there were Gejitlemeii that remained members of bodi 
Societies. 

John Carr f^ys, he is not a member of this Soc aji 

known the piifcNier twenty years i he give^ him the ^.,^.^.^i uf 
a fober, peaceable.^ honeft^ worthy man. 

John Stevcnfon* a Coal Merchant, fiiys h^ is not a member of 
eithef of theie Societies ; he ha£ known Hajdy eight or mut 
years ; he fays he is of an extremely mild and peaceailc dif* 
poiition; he hw httn frequently when he was m Mr, Bar- 
clay's fcr^ice ; diat as to mord chara^erj no man goes behead 
him. 

Alexander Gr^gg fays he is a Book-btoder j he has known 
Hardy feven years ^ that he is a fober^ induJlrious msm^ tatkf 
religious than otherwife j a very peaceable, very orderly maaj 
that this is his general charai^er* 

William Henderfon^ a Dealer in Eggs^ fays he has known 
Hardy near twenty years; he has been intimately acqtiaintf^ 
with him twelve years ^ he fays he ha& an Luiiicr£dly g«o4 
chara^er ; a fober, honeft, fedate, religious^ good mati. 

Mr* Stevens, a DiiTenting Minifterj fays he has known Hardf 
feven year§, ever fmce he came to London j that be was one cf to 
congregation 1 that he is a very refpe^ble charaitcr^ and at ht 
M connected with him iti a religious Society, he csn fpeak tote 
character J hit moral oondud is good^ liiai he is a mani>f 
confdcnce towards God and man, 

Peter MacbeaiH t Shoe-maker, iajs he has kiiowa Haf4]f 
levientecn y^ra | that he is of a rery amiable chaiacteri both civ0 
and religious I a peaceable, quiet, wcU-difpofcd tnan^^^lhe wic- 
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Jids fii^ he has bema member of tbe Conreipondii^g Soci&jr, 
kut .had ceafed to be one two jears ago-; he fiiya he remembers 
BO neftdiukms about Pune's Rights of Man; he remembers Aw 
mrittng to the Conftitutional Society^ to have members aflbciatedi 
^met with them at the Bell^ in Exeter-ftreet, before the Socsetjr 
was formed; he was no Delegates he does not reeoUeftwhQ 
was- the firft Chainnan; Margarot might be for ^'sny thing he 
knew; he believes Hardy to be one of the firft that met; and a 
peribn of die name of Black, and a Mr. Gow, who is fince dead; 
tiu^ there was no Clergyman, or Phyiician, among .dusm^ that 
there were thirty or forty, or more, when they niet the greateft 
nmnber ; the firft dine he came, perhaps, there n^ight be twenty; 
he believes Margarot was the principal man in forming: die 
original laws, but he cannot recoiled who aiiifted* .- . 

Alexander Gordon, a Shoe-maker, fitys he .has known the 
prifoner twenty years; that he is a fober, honeft, indufliious, 
peaceable man. 

John Bogue, a Carpenter and Cabinet-onaker, (ays he has 
known the prifoner near ten years; that h^ is an induftriou$> 
honeft, Chriftian man. 

- Madiew Dickey, a Scotdi Faflor, &y% he has known the 
prifoner upwards of five years ; that he is a ftridly honeft, up^ 
right man ; their intercourfe was entirely upon bufinefs. 

James Hardy lays he is not rdated to the prifoner; he lives 
in Sfludifield; he has known him from 17799 or 1780; he gives 
him die beft of diaraders. 

They then call Mr* King,and die purpofe for which diey calkd 
Mr. King was to fliew, that a letter, which was endofed to 
Hardy, in Davifon's letter, which Davifon's letter, you recoiled^ 
pK^ioled to Hardy a plan for fitrnifhing the Society, or any one 
tkat wanted diem, with pikes, from Sheffield; in that letfier,a 
letter to a Society at Norwich, was fent endofed; Mr. King is 
not able to fpeak exaftly to it, but he (ays he does reoolleft 
die circumftance of a letter being found, unopened, at die dme, 
liat he cannot take upon him to (ay, whedier that was the 
'Korwidi letter, or no. 

b d 2 Oavii 



V ; Ca^iJ ^rirdrti of Shcfiieldi fays h^ is a mdriber of a Sddct]^ 

ijheit^ fbr a Reform in die Commons Houfc of Parliament, hf 

r legal) and cunftimcional means i he fays thai he hacl no rcafon to 

believe that the objciEl of any other pcrToiif was di Cerent from 

I his J he had not the moft diftant idea of doing any thing by fotrei 

I lie fays they fent Delegates to Scotland, to co-operate with other 

I DfelegatESj to obtain a reform, by a petition to Parliamefit; he 

I fays they hoped the effcQ, of a general co^operaticmi vtmU It 

fjffidcntto induce the Parliament to grant the petition*^ that it 

was not their defign to compel by force 5 he fays he wotiMntJC 

liave mnwintd m the Societyi if it had; he had no inteniionto 

L attiek the Kingf nor to attack the Lord&; he fays he knowia 

I perfon of the name of Gale, he was an a£tive man in the StjdctTj 

I Jie believes he is not now at Shcffieldj he has no hoyfc there t tte 

I wltnefs was niade an aflociated member of the ConRittitioRil 

I Sodctjr, tn 1792 ; he has heard of the proceedings of the Scotch 

I Convention^ he (aw an accotint of them, in the Gazeitctf of 

I £dinbiirgh, he did jiot approve of that part relating to a Setrft 

I CommittC0*->4ie fays, being at the outfide of the People, on thi 

I Caftic Hill, he did not hear the refalution to petition the HouJe 

f ©f Commons no more — he fays Yorke aiid he had not exaftly 

the Bime opinion, as to a pkit of Reform in parliament; be dots 

not know who are the Editors of the Patriot, but has heard that 

Brown was one, which Brown was a Delegate to the Scotch 

Convention; he thought him a peaceable, and well dtfpofed man; 

he fays there were letters htTwcen their Society, and the Stockport 

Ikodetf, and he thought ihdt they alfo, were peaceably dbpofed*— ' 

He Ciy^ he W4S not in the fccret, that the motion for a ptlfc 

^onto parliament, which Broomhead made at the Sheffield meet- 

ifig, was made to be negatived; he fays whatever Mr, Brtnvn 

might wim or think, or whatever he might do, the Society gaif 

I liim no authority to a£t for them at Edinbyrgh, except in a lejit 

und conftituiioiial manner, he admits that he had read YorfcH 

, ipeech, 

I : Edward Oakes, a Plater at SbeiReld, fays he has been a nura- 

||ht of the Society, from 1791, to the prefcnt timej he lays 1^ 

attended die mcetmgi (hat his obje^l was to procure^ by lawftl 



%ni to%fik\xthml mainSj in co-operation with the*rcfl cfth^ 

Societies, a Rcfunn in Parlbnient; ihey eKpe^fted thdr pctititniiJ 
Wt>uJil be heard, when matle hy large bodies, that h WQuli ba 
BKire likely lo uxipreft the Parliament'; that it was never iheiio 
©bjedt to ufc force i he fays he would not have remained m ihSl 
Society, if that had been thctr objcif^i they had no obje^, but aiJ 
Reform ill the Houfe of Coinmons, nitd that by petition. Hct] 
fays he was upon the Caftle Hillj that he does not kjiow the tenn4 1 
cjf the refoJucioni he was in the Society, when a Delegate w^ 1 
fcnt to Scotland, he does not recolkft whether the propofitJOi»«J 
^me frotn Scotia] id| or from themfel ves ^ he fays the object was t4| I 
have proper meafures cojiTidered of, to obtain a ParlJamentarjcJ 
jReformi he fays Brown was to exprcfs ihe fenfe of their 8o-j 
f^ety; they were to point out the proper way of addrciling Par* ^ 
liament, which might not bf altogether thought of by th^itij 
thefe perfons appeared ^o him to be more capable Qf judging ^ he 
thought petitioning from fo large a bodyi would haye weight 
with Parliament i they had nothing in contemplation ^ftinft the 
ICing, his title, office, or life; he fays he does not particularJy 
r<^colka whether any thing was faid aboi*t the Houfe of Lord^i 
he does not beljeve the qbjeft of the Society, extended further 
than tiie reprefqttation of the people^ in the floiifa of C0QI7 

^ , He fays he remembers hearing about pikes, that tbelr^ So<nc^ 
imfl great apprehenfions of dajiger from the oppofite pity, thaf 
th^y ha4 been threatened, dnd ill ufed by the oppofit© party, »nd 
by individuals, who took upon themfelves an authority that tliey 
|iad no right to j this was pomplained of In the Society i ht 
iay& that it never was defigiied or agit^tod to Mxn^ m a I^m^ 
; 10 attack the Goven^ment ; if it had been^he IhQuId have )cnQWi| 
it* — -Bq fays h^ was a member of the CptBmittee ; hf does iio| 
know that (here were ^ny of their m^niberi in Bi\y wife aiTociatcd 
with the Correfpon^ing Society, any ftirther th?ui by corret 
fjxrndcncc; he did not con(lantly atten4 the Committee, and tht 
Conimittee did not regularly enter their prqireedings ; they wera 
liept by William Broomh^f he fays he knows Samuel A&toni 
that he correfponded with the Societyi in Lotidoni fot ihelr 
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P^a^Brdliflii Afhton write, but h^ did not^iftefi7*telH 
||mi3ig; he hy% that the letters that were ferit %tT^ tm mM 
B|(dbiicr itnown to the Society at Urge ; the bodj t rufretl to dn 
iCoaimitter; tiian the Cofnmtttee fometimes reported, bmhadiro 
WBntd tanic for doing it; he Tays Paine's Rights of Man had bs^H 
^ ititrotiuecd into the Societij^ before they Were clccltred to b4|| 

Kbel ; he docs tiot know i^fbechEr a It^ter df the fourteencl! of 
rt'Iarch, K) Adams, was fent ; he fpeaki; of At^riti#»g to Mr. Horm 
i^ooke, and toiheCmif;^ ^ ' r^ n r r t^nad? 

r*ne ^f therfi waS! enelcn s i :r frtm 

niwiy 16 know what it vms they were doin^i the other was* 
■letter J of the fami^ date, foil n^ Up Ti5, 

I * The wrmtfs admitted the kuc-^ .^. l.c Aftton*s h:srT*^ «"-^^'*tfrt 
land ffghid b;^ him ; it f^ys they weie rcfolvcd t& obt,! ! 

[ Refopmiif the Coumry^ as foon 5ES priidericc and difcretbn will 
[permit; r ' * - requej^> t>!at the villagijs ar"' f ;>e 

Lift the ft / . i ejcpreffed by Paine*- — Tb -a \ .. .; ^ ne 
f Rfeter reid that J«ter at fill ; he d^s Jt6t ' ioikw tliftC it irt* 
ttver commu^icafcd to him; he does not knew wheth 
Lbe eommuirfcated td the Society, becatife he did not ^it 
Itfiejf meetlfigfii^ he fays thertf is elie Regifter and dre l- 
MoAiTifli^ wtAly, iti Sheffield,— He is fliewn Tome printed idb- 
riutions, thanking Paine for his two publlcadonSj th^ * " ■■'\<\ 
Lf^amipskrioi ttia Rjight-e of Mani he fays he beli.L: _jdc 
[l^lwtidm ^tire e^dtflst£5il in Sheffield, ^d that th^ he6H vmft 
I ferculated in SheffiaJd 5 thit they wti^e fold to i^ariou^ 
^ "town arid Couritfy, and fey fom© df Hit members of th 

that probMy thenumber of the members 6i the So^ ^n 

rte flbout two hurfdFed) th^t the ntmiber m^^ntia^ed iii this t^fH 
l|llttl«ly, two tho^if^l^ tTJfght be tollmen from the ttumHcfH 
||Mpte that attef>ded the tneeting^j he iiyi (h^t he i^tpefdc^H 
[llieir& w^ ^yc»irru{iii6ff 'Jn the Hfibfe of Ldfds, the Rflbr^ai^l 
I thticAvid^ld folb^Y c^ c%>ii^re^ frbm a Keform i llflH 

LC0mmiOfis,^^lfe Uy% thiit Maitjit^ the h& wKnti^, "HI 
|itofe r9fo^titiom.^^Thls wnhiffs fiy^ there tl^s tiA cof^c^riMl 
I t>uie lie> knows of f iMat mWy ^f ihol^ j>rat<Mf^gt ^tr«rt fol^ 
lliOild. - ..In: iX^* * 

■^^^ 4* Dafitel 
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. Danid Sti^urt is called again; he fays tfaey had a letter bom 
die Sheffield Society, figned Samuel Afhton, to the Friends of 
the People, dated the fourteenth of May, 179a ; the Frieads of 
the People having publifhed their declaration upon the elev^ntk 
of April preceding; I believe it wiU be neceffiury that the iMer^ 
and the anfwer fhould be read« 

(Fide Vol 3, pages 390 and 393.; 

Mr. Attorney General I iJted Mr. Stuart, upon his crofi« 
examination, if he knew of a letter df the 26th of May, which 
had been fent to the Conftitutional Society, if your Lord*, 
{hip has no objedion, I thiiik this will be % proper place 
to read it in. 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre, Let it be read* 

(Vide Vol 4, page S7.) 

Lord Chief Juftice Eyre. Mr. Stuart fiiys he never heard of 
this letter of the twenty-fixth of May, to the ConftitutionjJ 
Society, and he thinks he did not. know at the time of any of 
their members baying been aflbciated with the Conftitutional 
fiodety; he was ^ed as :to ibnie Gentlemen having left the 
Society of the . Friends of .the People, and he lays diere. had^ 
land that other members have been. added to that Society; he 
yns aiked too wfaetber Lord Daer, a. member of die Edinburgh 
Convention, liadbosn expeUed.from the Society, he lays he ift 
AtU a metnberf 

William Dewfnap, a Razor-maker, at Sheffield, lays he was 
« member of the SJb^e}d Society ; that their objeift was a re« 
•formation in the Commons Houfe of Parliament by petitioning ; 
that they went upoti the plan df the Duke of Richmond ; he 
ibeiieves from the knowledge he had tif the Societ^^ that tfaey 
•had only one end in view, and be believiss now that, it is {q\ he 
.fays he would natha^e belonged to the Society, if the object 
had been to attack the |Cing or Cooftitution, nor if the obje^ 
.had been to accompliih dve e|id by force; he lays they (ent 
.Deleg^^s to Scodand to a^laoiate. together) ip order .to inf(»in 
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the minds of the people, and tp dssm tip^ fticb papers to be 
prefented to the Government, as thejr: fiioidd think moft con- 
ducive to forward a Reform in tiic Houfe of Commons ; he ikysi 
tfiat Brown had no other authority from them» he fays he hss 
beard - people fpeak of ill-treating the Society; that there were 
inflammatory letters in the Sheffield papers from one Rufiel; 
he (ays he is almoft,. however, a ftrangerto, the pike bufincfs, 
as to the general bbje<a, if it had been to have armed, it muft 
have to^n known to him, he raufk have heard of it, the queftion 
was never agitated in the Comnjiittee, or in the Society; he 
never heard of any intention to refift, or to attack Government, 
he h^d no fuch pbjed hitpfelf,. and he has reasonable hope that the 
Society had not ; he fays the Society publifhied the Duke of 
Richmond's letter to infqrin the Societies ^t large pf {he principles 
they meant to go upon, and they adhered ftri^y to thofe prin- 
ciples. . , ■ 

Upon his crofs-cxamination he (ays, the obje£l was all along 
to obtain a Reform by petition; that that wa$ negatived on 
the Caftle Hill, he heard no voice in the affirmative $ be lays be 
remained a member of the Society, after that; he has fixne 
recoUedibn of a vote of approbation of the proceedings of the 
Sc^otch Cohveiidon, but he was not then prefent; he iays he 
did not kno>y of the contrivance to have the vote for die 
petition |i<igatived, neither- from Broomhead nor Carnage, and 
he 'has had correfpondence. wth Broomhead for fifteen years; 
lie fays, he did hot know that any petition to his Majeflj 
was prepared ; he fays he can form, no belief as to the hand* 
writing of Aihton. 

' Edward Smith, -a Cutlei; in Sheffield, Ays^he was a member 
of the Society in 1791 ; that their objed):.was ta obtain a Par* 
liamentary Reform upon die Duke pf Richniond^s plan in his 
}etter to Colonel Sharman; he underftood by the expreffion 
Rights of Man in their letter^ equal. Repre&htation in Parlia- 
ment in die Houfe of Commons; he neyet. heard any thing isx 
ihe Society diat they wiflied to attack the King's tide or his pre- 
rogative, butjnuch the other way, nor to.touch the dignity of the 
Houfe of Xords; l^e meant to have^as ho .ftrangelyicxpreilcd it, 
^ . ■' i ' 'the 
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ihiR giorious advantages obtained in 1688 ; that he heard hotMng 
of force, he heard nothing of arms 'till die hand-bill that threat^ 
ened then ;: that'upon any good news diey ufed to fire piftob- 
into their houfes ; that there was nothing to provoke this condu£t; 
diat there was no regular arming ; he fays if diey had deter-* 
mined to arm, Sheffield could in one day have fiirniihed ten thou^ 
iand pikes; that it never was his wifh or objed in becoming a 
member of diat Society, to touch or affe£l.his Sovereign. 
' Upon his crois-examination, he &ys, diat he thought it ne- 
ceflary tp provide arms for his own defence; he does not know 
how many did $ he lays, as to himfelf, he made no application 
to any Magiflrate he fays it was put into the Regifler, a public 
newfpaper at Sheffield,. that they advifed people to arm to affift 
the Magiflrates, the advice was to arkn againfl domeflic enemies 
and foreign invafion, that being the fubflance of the hand-bill, 
which they, underflood to be againfl them, they adopted fimilar 
words; he izys that by equal reprefentation, he; means that every 
man was to have his vote ; lie had read both editions of the 
Kights of Man by Mr. Paine ; he obtained them by a fubfcrip^ 
don of a few friends; that there were many that had them; tha^ 
they thought well of them; that thQy.feldom re^ them .at the 
Society, bu^^theyjread them at their own.houijbs; they alfo ha4 
pther cheap -pubUcations ; he[ fays he w^ not at thp ineetinj^ 
when diey-appix>ved of Paine's works; that he never took intp 
jconfideratioh Paine's notices of monarchy^ that the Society did 
not adopt that, but they made'lio protefl againfl it; that they 
ilid not wifb to deflroy monarchy; he underflood the author to 
be expreffing difafFedtion ; he fays he knew Yorke at Sheffield, 
lie was at the Caftle Hill, diey voted by holdiiig up hands ; he 
never heard of the addrefs from the Society to France. 

His Grace th^ Duke of Richmond is then called, in order, to 
identify a paper which is reprefented to be his Grace's plan 
for a Reform 6f Parliament ;' he could not* identify that papea:, 
but produced, a paper purportii^ to be a letter to a Colond 
Sharman, containing a fdan for a Reform of Parliament, and 
that letter was read. The .plan was for Univerfal Suffrage smd 
Annual Eleflion, and it flated that the remedy— that the way 
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f9 Acasn it :#cnild hthjfihe people^ hfk did not eSRpttfiily iianr 
& Conventicm of tht pbopl^ but, however^ .hr ^^firtBifdj fiud 
«Bougb to put tbtt expedient iiita ^0 heads cf thoie;iriu> wen 
faiger foe fttch a plan. 

• Mr. Stiiart is then called s^oin; he .'%s that hm has heaid 
Hardy date his plan to be Uniyedal Suffirfage nfl Jbmnal Par» 
SaxncntB; the wkneft always objeded ta'it».but that was his 
fipinion, be always adhered to the Duke of Richmmd's piai>-^ 
ht £dd diat wis the whole.objecl of his Society ; he was once 
in company with hiQi at fupper, he fouod-bim s fuiGerOf . fimplty 
kofieft mas; .he lays he did not know that he hsid beea an affo* 
riated member of the Conftitutional Society. 
? Mr* Sterling produced the minutes of- a Scotch Boroi^ Coop 
ttacion, but diey cx>uld not be read* 

. Jo(e(4i Struts^ of Derby,, iays he belonged to a Society Aere; 
Aat a Reform in the Commosis Houfe of Parlianaent was tbdr 
rtjcd) diey had no .de£gJi a^aii^ the Kingv or the Houfe of 
Lords, and they bad no intention to bring about that Reform by 
Ibrce ; that opon tihcirpetition being r^eAed, their Society nercr 
toet agaior ■ 

' Mr. Sheridan wfts then called^ he iays he onoc iaw die pri- 
ihnel^ thut it 1v^ in -die beginning of March, 1793 r ^ ^ 
liveiiHotice -idf ^ui intention to bring forward' on .enquiry ia 
^arliamanl itM die ^tifef of the alarms at dut- thne ; tiutt upon 
Aat: occasion h^ feAt i[>. Hardy, whom he underftood could give 
fdm informatidti-) h« (same t6 him, aftd he conveHed wiA him; 
H»dy ibted his wk6k obje<9; t6 be obtaining by peaceable 
jneans a RefoMi on the Duke of Richmond's plan, and that he 
«ras ready t» giM hiin a fight df his whole correfpondence, lo 
produce all -his pApto to him,-Aathe might lay tbem before 
fkrlumem in any maimer that he fhould think fit v he was alked 
3wheAer he Was Or'iiot an original member of the Cpnftitutionil 
^Society, he iaid he was, but he had not attended Jince 1783; 
*trc weire fome qucftions whether Mr. Shciidan had faid any 
•thing of book% as i^Il as papers, whether Hardy offered him 
iKioks as well as papers ; afterwards he faid hocould Mttake upon 

(urn 
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bMrtcf U (iM tfiil Hurdf mttnttenodbooU'} dM his oSn 

- Mn Fiwcfis wai^tlisli'«iUaii ke Taw MiL Himty twice, Mbm 
bis owi»:hoafey:and i^rwkrlk :at Mr. FiMcis^st-^li^ 

Sefii^tlMit itihotdd'bercpHiiffedi upm ^3k^^SfeiittCien^^<&^Mti 
Hafd3^^ ht^&y% JfidToi^, thdt; «tm6 H^y hid ^ hmt fefat 'td ihtift 
16 deffirejhtth '«(» piirierft ft perii^^ en tfie fubj^^'of JVlldiittb 

mitted to come to his houfe, accordingly they weiHiritlfl^ilijS^ 
iirid they Wought a- peii^^h-^h^v^F^Sfiwrj' (tf* Iheffffj-^he fold 
diCtoi fee dti}^£led W thft'^ffH^'()r <b^#: (f^iOlj, iMhtctinWM'^ 
U!iive¥ftl 4ldpre(bktatktti' ac^iiiifig t^ ^£>Vte <^' Ri(SbiniAi<i1& 
^fth V k< (k)« thk'ilai^^iie^ied ft Mr^kttl^ ¥ilbfiWi^ 
Mmi i4)fat^ ftef ^re V^tf ^d^ Ittii^ ^fttfiMiit Jli TUf^KKt^dF 
VhfVetft}' SufR^gi^ tjic^j!»>'4i<l *e)P dlO^ figlM^ tlK'^^t^ilikM 
of the Duke of Richmond ; he fays he told theAT |h«ij^^l>tfM 
have left the remedy in general terms to the wifdom of the 
Houfe; they faid' they iitivi^ipnji Uicj/had not known that 
fooner, but that now they could not alter it, as the petition 
.Utai Cgftett. hy.z :gr^i flumbcyjdf 'peiq^e^- anl muft^iie^.pij^ 
ftnttA:&3t iBkj^r^^ his 

motion. 

Mr. Francis fays, they did not declare that they would ac^ 
cept nodiing elfe, but they appeared to him to adhere to Uni- 
Verfsd Reprefentation. There is a little puzzle about a letter 
whtdi had been written to Mn Francis, and his anfwer; they 
bad in that letter thanked him for what he had (aid about a 
radical Reform on a broad bails ; he fays that was not exadly 
the tenor of his fpeech, but he did not think it right to enter into 
much altercation upon the fubjeft, he gave them a civil anfwer, 
and there it ended. 

The Earl of Lauderdale fa3rs, he received a letter from the 
Society of the Friends of the People at Portfburg, near Edin- 
burgh; that he iaw Skirving upon diat occafion, and he fup- 
pofes the application was made to him in confequcnce of a 
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•cmreriatbn mth. $kirTidgs Skinring ieprdented dtat tbef 
wUhed to have men of education, :diat ^y might her pre« 
ycilyted^rdm. fidliiig into abfurdidesy'whidi dicy fhoidd other- 
fivife be liable to fall into; he by% he bad ho.reafon to fiiTped 
Aat anything more waB mieant than to obtain Uhiver&l Suffrage 
snd'Anmiai Pai^lilaicntsj behe^ ^nothing of fbrcc^land has no 
ffiffoa (o think there was any intention of force. He wa$ afted 
a he had heard any thing of Skirving's letter to Hardy in 
July, I793» which Is a remarkable letter^ his Lordihip iays he 
Jl^ notsr-^Sf I tbinky is the evijdence an the part of tbe 
Pp^dant 

' G«tit)emen» I would, if the day were not lb &r fg^x^ and 
•Illy own ftrength too much exhaufte^l) now go on and finiA 
what X have to (ay upon ^is fuljed^ but I forciee it muft ne- 
ccflarily run into an inconvenient length* bodi to m3rfelf and 
fo you) fuid, theieforei I beUeve I ii^uft trouble you to attend 
.to-moriow morping, ^ tb^ I ihall hope in ^ fi^w hgurs 
in rdeafe you. 






J$ peing.mw Thirty.fi'oe Mnates pafi Elruen o'Chci at Nigh^ 
tbe Court adjourmdtB Wtineftey Mornings Niuea^aoclu 
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SESSION HOUSE IN THE OLD BAILEY* \ 
'.Wedm/dajj Novewhir the 5/A, I794« ' ' 

PRBS'ENT) 

tord Chief Juftice EYRE; 

Lord Chief Baron MACDONALD} 

Mr. Baron HOTHAM:; 

Mr. Juftice BULLER; 

Mr. Juftice GROSE; 

And others, his Majefty's Juftices, &c« 

Thomas Hardy fit to the bar. 

Lord Chiif Justice Eykv, 

Gendemen of the Jury, 

Laft night, at a late hour, I finiflied the fumming up of die 
parol evidence, and fome partr of die written evidence, which 
feemed to be more immediately conneded widi die parol evi« 
dence <m bodi iGdes, except dsat I did not ftate to you tbK 
Proteft in die Houfe of Lords, wfaidi was read to you^ by die 
eonfent of the Attorney General, on die part of die priibner. 
I did not ftate it to you at that time, becaufe it did not appear 
to me to be in its nature evidence. It is fomediing that has pailed 
in die Parliamentary Hiftory of this Country, from whence ar* 
guments might be drawn, oa the part of die prifbner, to evi- 
dence the purity and honefty of his intentions, and, in my judg« 
ment, it is in that view only diat it can be made ufe of in his 
behalf. 

Having thits finifhed die fumming up of die evidence, I may 
fay to you, diat diis cauie, this great and momentous caufe 
between the King and the prifbner at die bar, is at lengdi 
brought to the point of condufion ; and it muft be a iads£i£Hon 
to the mind of every boneft man that diis cauie has been ib 
condudbd, has been proceeded upon) and has been attended to 
5 ^ 
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Moveriatbn ividi. $k&Tiiigi Skinring isprdented diat dwf 
wiibed to have men of education, :ttiat fte'jr mi^ be pre. 
wttitxi finkn. tiliitig into abrurdmcs,;ivfaidi:Ae7-ihaidd odicr- 
wAk be liable toM into; he lays he bad ho.reafon to fuTped 
diat anything incfre was mieant than to obtaih Uhiverfal Suffrage 
•nd Annual PaifliAQirnts -, be he|u4 >nothing.of forces land has no 
liclaibo fo think there was my tntendoa of htcfi. He was afted 
if he had heard any thing of Skirving's letter to Hardy in 
July, 1793, which Is a remarkable letteri his Lordfhip iays he 
Jwd potjr-thisi I think, is the evidence an H^ part of the 
P^fendant 

' Gentlemen* I would, if the day were not fo fSur fpcnf^ wi 
W^y own ftrength loo much exhauftefl, now go on and finiA 
WI4U I have ^ (ay Spoilt this fiib)e{)i but I forciee it muft ne* 
ceflari)-y run into an inconvenient length, bcKfa to myfelf and 
fo you^ fuid, dierefore, I beUeve I muft trouble you to attend 
fo^nofsow mpriiing^ ^ tb^ I ihall hope in ^ fi^w hQurs 
HI rdcafe you. 



-it p^ng'imo Thhrty^fi^ae A^ntifi^s fujk Elev€n.o*Cbci at Nigbt^ 
thi Court adjourned^ t$ Widnejdej Mornings Nine a*aock 
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SESSION HOUSE IN THE OLD BAILEY* \ 

'.Wedm/dajj Novemhgr the 5/A, 1794. ' ^ 

PRBSENT) 

tord Chief Juftice EYRE ; 

Lord Chief Baron MACDONALD} 

Mr. Baron HOTHAM; 

Mr. Juftice BULLER 5 

Mr. Juftice GROSE; 

And others, his Majefty^s Juftices, &o 

Thomas Hardy fet to the bar^ 

Lord Chiif Justice Eykv, 

Cendemen of die Jury, 

Laft night, at a late hour, I finiflied the iumming up of die 
parol evidence, and ibme partr-of die written evidence, wfaicb 
feemed to be more immediately conneded vridi die parol evt« 
dence on bodi fides, except diat I did not ftate to you titt 
Proteft in the Houfe of Lords, wfaidi was read to you^ by die 
eonfent of the Attorney General, on die part of die prifoner. 
I did not ftate it to you at that time, becaufe it did not appear 
to me to be in its nature evidence. It is fomediing that has pailed 
in die Parliamentary Hiftory of this Country, from whence ar* 
guments might be drawn, oa die part of die prifoner, to evi- 
dence the purity and honefty of his intentions, and, in my judg« 
ment, it is in that view only diat it can be made ufe of in his 
behalf. . 

Having thus finifhed die fumming up of die evidence, I may 
fay to jrou, diat diis cauie, this great and momentous cauic 
between the King and the prifimer at the bar, is at lengdi 
brought to the point of condufion ; and it muft be a iads£i£Hon 
to the mind of every boneft man that diis cauie has been & 
condudbd, has been proceeded upoxi^ and has been attended to 

5 V, 
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Minreriaition ividi. ^ktrriiigi Skinring icprdented diat dwf 
wiibed to have men of education, ;^t Aey mi^ be pre- 
9ttt!cijh6ak. tiOifag into abfurditiesylivfaidi Aeyihoidd other- 
!ivife be liable to M into s he lays he bad iio . reaTon to fiifped 
Aat anything intire was meant dian to obtain Uhiverfd Suffrage 
•nd Ammal Parli^oirnts} be -heiLrd ^nothing. of forces land has no 
liclaibo fo think there was my intendoa of fbix^e* He was afted 
if be had heard any thing of Skirving's letter to Hardy in 
July, 17939 which is a remarkable letteri his Lordfhip iays he 
Jwd potjr-Hhis» I think, is the evidence on H^ part of the 
P^fendant 

* Gentlemen, I would, if the day were nqt fo fSur fpcnf^ siui 
-Xiy own ftrength too much exhauftefl, now go on and finiA 
whiU I have to (ay Upoot this fiibjed^ but I ibrciee it muft ne- 
ceflarily run into an inconvenient length, both to myfelf and 
fo youi fuid, dierefore, Ibekeve I muil trouble you to attend 
lo^nofsow moriiingt ^ then I ihall hope in ^ fyw hom 
mrideaieyou. 



J$ ieingfmo Thirty^fit^e Mnstfes faft Eleven 0^ Clock at Nigh^ 
thi Court adjourned t$ Wednefday Mornings Niuee^ Clock. 
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SESSION HOUSE IN THE OLD BAILEY* i 

.Wcdnejdaj^ Novembtr the 5/A, 1794, ' ' 

PRBSENT) 

tord Chief Juftice EYRE ; 

Lord Chief Baron MACDONALDj 

Mr. Baron HOTHAM; 

Mr. Juftice BULLER; 

Mr. Juftice GROSE; 

And others, his Majefly's Juftices, &c* 

Thomas Hardy fit to the bar. 

Lord Chiif Justice Eykv, 

Cendemen of die Jury, 

Laft night, at a late hour, I finiftied the fumming up of die 
parol evidence, and fome partrof die written evidence, wfaidi 
feemed to be more immediately conneded vridi the parol evi« 
dence on bodi fides, except dsat I did not ftate to you the 
Proteft in die Houfe of Lords, wfaidi was read to you^ by die 
eonfent of the Attorney General, on die part of die prifoner. 
I did not ftate it to you at that time, becaufe it did not j^pear 
to me to be in its nature evidence. It is fomediing that has pailed 
in die Parliamentary Hiftory of this Country, from whence ar* 
guments might be drawn, oa the part of die prifoner, to evi- 
dence the purity and honefty of his intentions^ and, in my judg- 
ment, it is in that view only diat it can be made ufe of in his 
behalf. 

Having thus finiihed die fumming up of die evidence, I may 
fay to jrou, diat diis cauie, this great and momentous • caufe 
between the King and the prifbner at die bar, is at lengdi 
brought to the point of condufion ; and it muft be a iads&Aion 
to the mind of every boneft man that diis cauie has been ib 
conducted, has been proceeded upon, and has been attended to 
5 ^1 



by you with (b much patience and temper^ diat diere is realbn 
to expe& that your minds have been fuffidently informed on 
die fulijeA td^nibk yob to diicovor iWlrue merits,- 'ind tt> pro- 
nounce a verdi£l} which in the firft place will be. fadsia^ry to 
your own confciehces, and as ifuch. Cannot but be'iatisiadory to 
the community. 

Gentlemen, it is ^,great a &ti$fa^i^ tame, as I can fed 
in die exercife of fo painful a duty, as. diat which has been caft 

, upon me, to reded that upon this opatfion there is, I think, 
no pof&ble chance of our being ent^uigled ui any difficulties in 
point of law. The venU^SIt in this cafe, vnQ not proceed, and 
you will receive no diredions from m^ that it ought to proceed 
on any narrow or technical' grbimds. The ovcirf-aft charged 
in this indtfihnent, is in iubftancc^ ^at die ^ifoner at die bar, 
and thofe who have been concerned with him, have confpired 
to depofe the King, and to fubvert the Monarchy of this 
Country; and this is charged, and always has been confidered, 
as an overt-a£l of the Treafon of compaffing the death of die 
Kjnj. ' It is indeed a known prefiimpiion of law, acluiowlec^ 
hy &e beft writers upon the law, and particularly by jpyery eoi 
o£ thofe writers who have been referred tjo by the Comofel m 

^ Inch fides, that he whoconfpires to depofe the King, compares and 
imgincs the deadi of die King ;. and k n^ver has been nade a 
queftion, whether the coixipa0lng aad imagining the dfis^ of 
the King was the primary intent conceived ia the mindf and 
Ipras prior to the confjaracy to depofe him, or whether die coa- 
fpiracy to depofe the King, niuft neceiOarily, from the nature of 
the charge, be fubfequent to the compaffing and imi^ining die 
death of the Kii^> I fey it is not to be put to you diat dif 
compaffing and imagining the death of die King is to be proved 
a conception in the mind, prior to the conception of dqpofing 
die King. The cohfptracy to cfepofe the King is evidence xi 
CDmpaffing and tmaginiag the death of the King, oonduiivein \i% 
oature, fo conchifive that it is become a prefumpticti of law, wtttcfc 
is intrudi nothing more dian a necefiary and violjcnt prefiimpdoB 
«f fe£^ admitdi^ o no contradifHon.' Who can doubt dot 

-•-• - \ - •:- ■ -. - . tbt 
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the natural perfon of ,the King is immediately attacked aoid "at- 
tempted by bifa who at^mpts to depofe him. > 

Qentlemen, I ihall emplpy no piore time in difcuffing fuch 9 
^ueftion; many^ many hours were fpent at the Bar, in tbisdit 
cui&on; but« on the part of the prifoner, it wa9 mam&fl» thal^: 
after the difcuffion^ the argument broke down uiodec ^ caS^ 
and it be^aipe impc^ble for either of the Gentlemen to fkt hbort 
ielf diftin^lly to maintain this propofition, : that an bone^ wui 
coujbi. fairly doubt whether he who confpires tQ depoife |^ Kitig^ 
has compafied or imagined his death. 

Gentlemen, you will therefore proceed to die examination of 
the fa£t, and I am moft cordially difpofed to agree with tfap 
Counfel for the prifoner, that, if he is this day to be. convidd^ 
he ought to be pro veablement. attaint; i. e. theproot ought t9 
be clear and convincing. I avoid ufing the word dired, left I 
ifaould entangle you m a difficulty, as to the nature of the proof i 
it may coniift of a train of circumfUnces, provided the refuk it 
£ich as (hall leave no doubt in your minds. The law of the 
land is perfidy deiu, .that fuch proof is as legale and there&i» 
ought to be as fatMifa^ory, as the moil, pofittve and dtre<^ proof 
diat can be offered. 

Gentlemen, the queflion of faA may be fhortly ftated tjhsts;— »■ 
Whether the pn&jAer, and the other perfons, have confpijrad to 
liibvert the Mooardiy, and whether they have (st on foot a ptc^eSI 
of a Convention of the People, in order to efieA it i.. 

Gentlemen, I have employed a part of that time finer iht 
Court br^ up, ¥^ch it was neceilary enough for me tD bavtr 
devoted to ileepi in. endeavouring to take fuch axeview of tho 
fvidensein this caufe» ad might enable me to lay the (fueftiQas of 
6^ between the King, and the prifoner.at die Bac,wi$h.fbnir 
Kderable .diftin^efe, before you, that, you might feewfaer^ilfac 
matter hinged, and tiiatpu might be die better eoabkd to appljr 
your attention and confideration to the. different points of the 
cafiu. I do not know whether I ihail fiioceed, or. noc, .but I dp 
hope I fliall be able to point out. to you die leading ieatures of 
thia cafe, in a way that may be o£ ibme ufe to yoK in formii^ 

pnir judgmeot. 

3 Iberia 
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I begin with ftating to you, that I think It ought to be con^ 
ceded to this prifoner, upon the \A\o\e refult of this evidence^ 
that he had fet out originally upon diat which is called the Duke 
of Richmond's plan of a Reform in Parliament; that is, upcma 
plan to obtain a Reprefcntation of the People in the Commani 
Houfe of Parliament, by Univerfal Suffrage and Annual £le£ticm) 
and I diink it will be incumbent on thofe who fuftain die piofe- 
cution, to (atisfy you that die prifoner, and die other perfons who 
have been concerned with him, whether irritated by their own 
cndiufiafm, or by the example of France, have departed from 
diat plan, and have entered into a criminal purfuit of another 
object;— anodier objeiEl, in the opinion of very wife men, not 
very iar removed from diat which was originally their objefl^ 
(and it is that proximity vMdi has made a laboured promulgatioo 
of this do£trine of Univerfid Suffrage and Annual Ele^on, fo 
dangerous to die Community ;} the objed I mean to point out 
to you, is, the fubftituting, in the room of an improvement of the 
Reprefcntation in the Commons Houfe of Parliament, the efia- 
blifhment of a Government by a Reprefentadon of the People 
only; a pure Democracy, which may undoubtedly be compre- 
hended under the words, ^< a full and free Reprefcntation of the 
^ People." 

Gentlemen, in the mafs of the written evidence which has been 
laid before you, there are to be found paffages, and diofe not cx« 
tremely numerous, which will be iit to be fubmitted to your con- 
fideration, as grounds from whence the prdecutors have drawn 
their concluiion, and by which they are to fupport it ; that this 
departure from the original plan has taken place, and that the 
prifoner at the bar has entered into the criminal purfuit imputed 
to him; the paflages in the evidence to which I particularly refer 
you, are thofe, in the firft place, which mark the condudl of the 
popular Sociedes, in which the prifoner is implicated, in the 
courfe of the year 1792, prior to their prcfenting their addreflel 
to the National Convention of France; when you have con- 
fidered this evidence, you will have then to coniider thofe ad- 
dreffes to the National Convention, with the circumftances 
belonging to them. After you have feen and confideted. thofe 

addreffcs, 



aildrefies, you will then have to look at their fubfeqyent condu^ I 
to be collected from their written tranfadtionsj down to the tioifS^ 
of the difperiion of the Britifli Convention, in Scotland^ in Hiirn 
latter end of the year 1793 J and then you will have to confidefjl 
and to form your judgment^ upon that projeft of a Conventbi%4 
which was conceived and proceeded upon, to a certain extents iin 
the beginning of 1794. * ^ 

Gentlefnen, here I think you will find the great outline of 
the charge, upon which, with fuch explanations as the reft of the 
written evidence will afford, and tbe additional clrciimftance% 
dtfclored by the parol teftimony, yon are to decide* 
i **I think I may ftate to jrou, without troubling you with par- 
ticular evidence, that it is clear, from the whole mafs of the 
evidence which you have heard, that thefe popular Societies had, 
in the beginning of the year 1792, fo conduftcd thenifelves as to 
raife a quef^ion upon thcmfelves, and their condti^ fome time 
before the addrefles to the National Convention took place j you 
will reoolleft that it appeared^ from fome of the papers v^ich 
were read^ that there was a Society, calling themfelves, ** The 
** Friends of the People," confifting of men of rank and property^ 
and of diflin£lion in the Country, who had refufed to correfpond 
with the ConfHtutional Society. You will recoiled, tiiat the 
feme fet of men had exhorted the ShefEteld Society, with whom 
they were in correfpondence that year, and had exhorted them in 
vain, to make an explicit declaration of their attachment to the 
Government, as by law eftabli&ed- Some of iJiefe popular So- 
had gone fo far, that a Society, at Stockport, put the 
Ion, directly, to the London Correfponding Society, by a 
letter, addrefTed to the prifoner, now at the bar, to know what 
it was they meant, and particularly to know, whether they meant 
to go on with the Houfe of Lords ? That Society intimated 
their doubts, whether, with the Houfe of Lords, they could 
effeftuate their plan of Reform j or whether with the Bifliopt, 
who made a part of the Houfe of Lords; liberty of confcience^ 
as they undcrftood It, could ever be Iktisfaftorily eftaWiflied, 

Another Societyi in the fame year, &om Norwjdi, put the 
Vol, IV. E« qucftion 
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Society :■ — £)q you intend to rip up ibe Momrchy by tl;^ roots f 
(c 15 in ^\tidence, th«y fuiiHsftcd that iJiU kft ' ■ " -•ly 

ueiideifot th^nji you wiU xecoUeiL i+ynam ^..^.^^w _ „ut 
ly and that they wet e on their guard. "^Jie pri^AOsr, hhtdji 
fqr the, Soci^ty^ ^fifwercdi bgtU thefe I^ttrrsu^ To be fuie^ojie 
jj,;,.u. ......r:,.„LT,, have. expcc^':^ 

t' .V .. ■.... , _ .uHi wiih iii- .:. 
to go beyond his pl^m, li^uyidi wbea cajlc^ i^pQf% tn^^^ moA 
J li '^ "^ ' avowed tjj^ ejsteal of thm plmf m t^mf w^uch cotiU 

»¥e :ivpw^ tbqii: adkex;a^cq to die CosifttiCiiCiQ^iv of ^ Go¥W^ 
f, as hf law eftab!::'^ ^ In ^ip^ iqiriCb^lldi>£lipaiMiS 
diex wquI4 h^V|tf ki . .:m to cbublt«4i^'pdrtkiilagjjldiifi 
c%s wjbo. ptit thj^ queftjon to thaiii> wh^t pimoti van 

thtk poini£, on whicb dif ii opi^iioii, was u» gov^n the 
koI' oiiier^* With refpe^ lo tbe^ prefetit l^ltev^ the moc« 
y, ha4i ^ fHrpci^ chat Jettes tpi iia a Ibare^ kidjto_ 
tbeniy the akQCC^ «^fi?a th^y had to fpeak ouu 

What the opimon was that tliey really eottrtainedt che ; 
iq theft two reqoilitiQuti iit^Q fuppofcd to be fuificimK t«K 
you tp diicQV^^ th^ l^tecs and the atifwers iliall now be xead 
ID^ yc^ ^ b^re fihey are i^ad,^ I wcmlll obfer^ onqs far allt tktt 
In ■ "' '^^ r r *^^;^ r* i-'e^ ifiuch ftrds ought r-" f-^ be laMoQOillli* 

tEk Bjce iiMer^etiktJof»»jaivJ cfioftcu^ioni^ of^H oitls. I am SLgm^l 
^vm z very ftria imer i^ of a^aions^ to the prgtidiceof 

iny prifoa^u but fomc. :-- u.vpreiJioos are too Q-o^^^, C^^^^^ 
limea tcrnkSdom too explcttjio admit of any ii 
(9al ioierpreia^Qn and tB$fiiiliig. 
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Bttachmenc to flic Conftitndon of the Coitntry, at fay kw eMi 
blifflied) m Kingy Lords, and Ccmnons. 

(J^tde Vol I, pages 215, 217, 222, and 224J 

Gendetttti, all di« oUervatioM that are to b« mdk oil M 
partreultr ex]»rdlimv in dwfe two anfwo^ bave W<ui akiMii^ 
made to yiMt by the Couii&l, zcA you wift judgd of thc'ii'^rd^ 
fi>rce. I faurtf no oecafion to repeat ttMnt* Swchof AeMtM 
ftttkt ymr nunndft, clearly and tfftinaiy, are probably 1^ 
ibunfddl. If it requirtf} mttdl iliettiiife €f crifk:al ifi^ry to^ fist 
fbe tnonung itnfmved' ti» the ymiStfy i ftfOvM advife yod not «ci 
employ yoiofelvea iiv that fort of erifieiftn. I tMidc you ^^fouAl 
«nl7 entangle youifefire^ and you ^wouM Mt Ae die cafe iir 'm 
great oudinee, wbiekB believe ki the' only way in inMeh k caH 
be ieen truly. Oneobfervatieii only I flidl make on dieir an^^ 
Am-, becaChfe k ie khiac^ately cennefiked ^«Mi ^ hiftory of 
Ms tnufiididll, nameiy^ dM% hi l6eir akiftver, Atty inform the 
lociety at Scoc9k)K>ffi| diet- diey have itfolved eit' addi^effing dM 
Fiench NatioAaT C^VMdon, end then fUlows dii^ extraordinary 
pSBujgti ^ tVtdidiif entering^ into dteph)bable eftas^of fueh a 
^ aaeafiirey eitiAa which your Sod<^ Will not ftiF H'Ufivvefi 
« wc invite you to join us." ■ What Wtw »bfc dk^ imibabte 
eftdfr of dikr meatev^ which thelb j^fons were t6 difixyrer I 
And why did not dicy tmpieS^ a¥«w to^thia Society the whoto 
Of AeifpisGJeA^ in f$fmm dmt^ couM adniif of n o^ p oB bfe ^equitroe 
eetiicM^ or teibe^ Ttfcfe ere^die oriy obfenraiieh^ wMdi I nudtef 
on- thta- letter. 

6entlenu% tliey tM/t dtat diey had refolrdPtb addrefs^ d» 
National Convention, ahd-tiiey did^ in fefi^ addf^frit; ahditie 
very apparent in the evidence, that the Society to vdiich Hardy 
belonged took the Tead in that meaTure. They notify it not only 
io. die Scoekport S<»ciety) but alfe to die odier Sociedes, widi 
whom they were then in correfpondi^nce« They tfanfimtted-theit' 
lefijlutiofi to addreft die ConvendcM tx^ die Sodecy fer Conftitu- 
ifoitiinfomiatiofi) dtat Society Having disdared'dieirappfobdtlonr 
6f die inGention, die London- Coitei^ndin^ Sodety tranfmitleA 
eo tl^eae- dle^ addrefs^ Wkieh diey meant td-fetld^ die refldt wae-, 

£ e 2 diat 
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littt the Society for Cmftituticmal Infimnadon did not think fit 
Co join them in that psuticular addrefs, but tbejr alio refolved to 
prefent an addrefs of their own to the Convention of Fnmce, and 
tfiey, in bA^ did fo. What their objeds were in prefenting 
tfaefe addreflesy are only darkly alluded to in the lettier of Ae 
Correfponding Society to the Society at Stockports but lAat- 
ever their objeds might be» it is an obfenration whidi arifes 
upon their conduft towards diofe two Societies towbomdiey 
fent thefe two letters, and upon their conduA in thus prefenting 
diefe addrefles, diat if, in order to account for, and to tacgUn the 
letters, you could fuppofe that they had meafures to keep with 
thofe Societies, die violence of feme to check, the modentiaD of 
odiers to animate, or any other objeds, which made it neoefliry 
for them to keep meafures with dx>fe Societies, and to anfver 
every man in his own way, fo as to lofe none, and to increafe 
die number of their followers; and if you were diipofed, there- 
fore, to attribute the particular language of tihefe anfwers to 
fome fuch neceffity, or policy, yet in refpeft of their conduft td 
the National Convention of France^ they appear to be perfedly 
volunteers ; to have no meafures to keep with any body, and to 
be therefore dire<91y refponfible for all the confequences that 
might follow from fuch addrefles. 

Gentlemen, It will be necefiary to trouble you widi the 
reading of thefo addrefles ; becaufe they, on the part of the pro- 
fecution, infift, that they admit of no explanation whatever; diat 
they are the meafures of determined Republicans, gCMng out of 
their way to exprefs their zeal in the caufe of Republicanifin.— 
You will hear thefe addrefles read^ and you will judge for your- 
ielves, how far they merit that imputation. 

(Ftde Vol. 2, pages 49 and 56.7 

Such was the language of thefe addrefles, which were prefented 
to the National Convention of France. 

Gentlemen, it appears from the evidence, that thefe addreffes 
were prefented by perfons appointed from hence. The name of 
one of them is J, Frofl:. The language in which Frofl: prefented 
them, you are in poflei&on of; it has been laid before you, in thq 
' courfe 
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cxHirle of the evidence, birt it may be proper dnt you (hould now 
hear it read again. * 

(Fide Vol 2, pagi 6a; 

I forbear, at diis time, to remark on the condiift of die 
perions employed to prefisnt diefe addrefles, except fo far as dntt 
eonduft is conneded with the cafe of die prifoner at die bar, 
becaufe, in any odier view of it^ it is not befiMre you. The 
hnguage iifed by Froft is conneded widi the cafe of die prifoner i 
ftr dKNi^ not held by die prifoner himfelf, nor by the perfont 
HrfiD deputed Froft to deliver die addrefles, yet it is brought heme 
to dicDi, becaufe die language of the prefentidon of the addreft 
is Jbranfinitted by Froft to die Sociedes; and you will find, durt^ 
adter they had been informed in vitax, language it had been pre- 
fiMed, an unqualified approbation of the conduA of Froft was 
given by die Society for Conftitutional Infomation, of tHiich 
ibfdy was an aflbciated member. 

'^ An oUervation htt been made upon (me of diefe addrefles, 

iriddi dedares, diat till die Nati<mal Convention of France had 

tfgiin to aft, diere was litde to be done here, with refpeft to die 

ipiewa of diefe popular Sodedes. What connexion the views of 

diefe popular Societies could have with die National Convention 

cf Fxanee^ unlefi diey had begun to entertain a new idea, or a 

new interpretttion of die phrafe^ ^ Reprefentation of the People 

^by Umverfid Suflfiage and Annual Eledions," arifing out of 

Aepiooeedings of die National Cofivention of France, or if not 

srifolg out of diem, yet to be now adopted, in confequence of die 

Nitiaiial Convention of France having exhibited that great 

Icene on the dieatre of die world, and to be now attempted to be 

cvried into execution, is for your judgment. The prefenter of 

dttfe addreflfes has exprefled an expeftation, that felicitations 

tti|^ fim come over toa National Aflembly here. What that 

Ntfional Aflembly was to be, iriiicii was to be eftablifhed here 

kI, and vdiidi was to be felicitated by France, will be a 

|U)8& for your ferious confideration, and muft deferve and 

1 the dfeepeft inveftigation. 

£ c 3 Gendem^tk^ 
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(lea, I Imve Hated to you, didt ili^ onljr cfe^ in ^ 
-triiich the language of the Delegate^ wba pfdeoU^ tilii 
tky can have, is in refpeft of the adaption of it by the 
prifoner, and by the perfons concerned with him* It was tnilj* 
.obfsrved, that, if an agem be ejiiplt>yed> k woi • ^ ' Jt 

J^lni lii$ principal to anything in Vifhich hewL- 
* boiind$ of hi$ ^ency, li w^nM be cftiel to i^ipute the j|A§ fif 
^ji agent to bis priju:ipal| lichen ^t principal never appcsvid of 
ihetn i but| if the prindpil does apptroy? ol* then^ thefe i| 
bardiliip in fuch i(t^u|Atio«i| ihert: h no cniehy or 
iMia^ver in making tbe fiimifA isoMtpble for ihe 
Kif ihe a^ni^ in conilr^Jig the langMstge of the ageol to bet 
Uciguage of die principal, 

GeniJeinen, jqu will judge, whether thoCe comoemed toitippcrt 
4hi& profeciition havci upon tWid grounds^ or othcrwili% bfinM 
th^fe proca^dings with rmuk Republicanjfm; and with 
diftin£t avowa]> that everyone of thofe people wasemt 
the cau/e of Republicanifui, it is an eaotrcfldely importaiil point 
to fettle i for, on your review of che fubfrquctat iramfiiAiQ 
thisi cattle, they will undoubtedly havci and m^ft baw a 
different compleKioai as they are underil:ot>d to be the | 
erf determined Republican*, or as they are tinderftood to \ 
proceedings of dutiful and lo)^l fubjefls to the Kiftg, 
nffegted CO the ConfHtution of the Country, at dM>tiAied i 
King, Lords, and Conm^ans, Men of die onedc&riptio 
enticed to a lar^e, bberal, and candid ' > -^u j 

words and aftioos* Men of thofe otiK; i- 
Do have their language, fentioients, and coau , to i 

principles. 

Gentkmen, tlic jic- ' ' ■ of eriquiry iov you wjH b% 
franridions of thefe . y fiiblcquent to tlK; pfx^^^jntnrl 

thofe addrefFes^ and prior to the conceprioa 4d the pi 
of a National Convention in England^ which b tbc 
{lib|e^ oi tbi& profecution; and you will cximijK, 
peribm wk> had takoi this extraor^iinary lUp (wh^ 
fnave been uncalled for, and to havie ibr ii$ prifictpftl 
public demonilr^tioiii that the perfons who ihu& atl : 
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wf^Sbti is CsM I wa£ it not the duty of booeft meni and good 
fubjeiftsi who were diiTeimtutLng fiich parts of the& works «S 
might fenre ta enlighten maiikind, on fubjeds on which they 
eu^t to b^ enlightened^ to have taken fome pains to 
fepftrated the bad parts from ^e goody or at leafl to have ^^^^t 
the public Tome caution, that^in reading tboiie works, theylboiild 
make a feparation of thcmfelvea, that when they were reading of 
the general Rights of Men, and found paffages ftriking it the 
Monarchy of this Country , they {hould be careful not to imbibe 
prejudices againft die Monarchy. That when reading ob&f- 
Vations on Priviledged Orders, they {hould take care to resucsn- 
b«r, this was not intended to ft r ike at the orders of this Cotmtry, 
to which the public had a devoted attachment. 

Sudi, Gentlecnen, would have been the coiiduft of good 
fubje£ls^ That this was not the conduct of thefe perfdns is mofi 
apparent i and that thefe publications muft have had the c&£l 
of doing a great deal of mifchief, by alienating the minds of the 
King's fubjetSs from his Perfon and Governinenr, and from i 
I Conftjtution, is perfectly cleai*. How much of this cP:?-^. ^^t 
Pperfons intended, I ftiall leave entirely for your coni 
thus much I think is clear^ that there is nothing in thofe pu 
cations which can ferve to remove any prejudices which aril 
againft the prifonerj and the perfons concerned with him, fra 
die addrcfles which were prefcnted to the Conventiou 
France. 
I Gentlemen, another general feature In die tranfa^Hons 
llhofe men, at this period, is their numerous publications, com- 
L plaining of grievances fuppofcd to exifl in this Country, and ^ 
[abundance of licentious obfcrvations fcattered throughout thefe 
tpublications, all tending to produce the Jamj^ eiFe^ — the alicnatini 
liof the alFe£tions of the Country from the King and Govef^f 
menL Grievances may and will cxi& in all Goveroineaits, IH 
r that they may exift, in a greater or kfs degree, in this G^gfl^f 
I eietit, may be true ; but dutiful and good fubjects, who hQB|^| 
I mean the Reform of thefe grievance^ wiU take care, id their efl 
I deavours to procure this Refortn^ not to hai&ard the overturoiH 
I ifte Govcnunent itfeli, ■ 

I Tbid 
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Thefe are the tran&aions in the early part of the yestr 1793, 
upon which the profecutors rely, as manifefting a fpirit of dif- 
afiiaion and rcpublicanifm by which thefe men were aduatccl, 
and as evidence pf their having taken meafures to prepare mens' 
minds for what tbey call a Radical Reform; in eflFea, a chaise 
in the vAiolc Government of the Country. 

It appear?, that in the courfe of Ae fummer of that year the 
prqea of a National Convention, to be held in Scotland, ori-. 
ginated; and they fey, on the part of the profecution, and cer- 
tainly not without colour (how &r it is diftin«aiy proved yoir 
wiU judge), that it originated with the Prifoner at the ban. 
They refer you to a letter, written by the Prifoner to Skirving 
iu Edinburgh. 

(Ude W. 1, pagi 243J 

Now you will hear th# anfwer read which Skirving fent to 
that letter, and you will attend %o it^ becaufe that anfwer is 
charged on die part of the profecution to have a great deal 
of mattef in i^ tending to explain the mechanifm of a 
National Convention, and alfo what was to be its great 
objed. 

(fide Fol. I, page 244.^ 

Gendemen, every part of this letter deferves the moil ferioua. 
attention, in that view of it which I pointed out to you juft 
before die reading of the letter. I think there are fome para* 
graphs in it vAAA may require to be reflated to you. This 
letter fiiys— <^ I have not an higher wifh, in the prefent exertions 
^* for reform, dum to fee die people univerially and regularly 
^ aflbdated; becaufe I am perfuaded that the prefent difaflrous 
*^ engpgementi will ifliip in ruin, and the people then muft pro* 
^ vide fi>r tfaemfelves." What do thefe myfterious words mean ? 
-^difeflrous engagements to end in ruin f If we underfbnd this 
to relate to any polidcal engagements into which diis Country 
had entered, and which might end ill, the people would not 
have to provide for diemfelves; diat would not difTolve the Go- 
vernment What does be mean, therefore, viben he talks of 

dicfe 
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thde dilkftrous engagements, whidi are to iflue in rain, "when 
the people are to provide far themfelves ? 
' •* And it wt)uld be unhappy (ftys the writer of fliis letter) 
^ when we fliould be ready to afl: with unanimity, to be occu- 
^ pied about organisation, withoiit which, however, anarchy 
« muft enfue." Orgdnization 6f what? It i» true, that if 
the C<^mtry was to be brou^t to fuch a (hite, Aat die Gorem- 
ment was to be deftroyed^ and another form of Government to 
take its place, it would be unhappy when we fhould fab ready 
to a£l with unanimity to be occupied, about Organizatioh xjf die 
new powers of Government, WiAout which anarchy muft cn- 
fue.-*Does the writer mean this, or what does he mean ? He 
goes on — " We will not need but to be prepared for the event, 
" to ftand and fee the falvation of Ae'Lord. Let us, therefore, 
" take the hint given us by our oppreflbrs j let us begin, in 
•* eameft, to make up our minds relative to the Extent of Re- 
^ form -whidi we ought to feek." 

The Extent of Reform which they ought to feek, accordii^ 
to the defence, was diftin£t, and well known, and had been h 
a great while, for it was the Duke of Richmond's plan of re- 
form. 

He adds — " Be prepared to juftify it, and to controvert ob- 
** jeflions; let us model the whde in the public mind; let us 
"• provide every 4take and ftay of the tabemade whidi we would 
*^ ereSf\ fo that when the tabernacles of opprefBon, in the palaces 
** of ambition, are broken down, under the madncfs and foDy of 
" their fupporters, we may then, without anarchy arid all dan- 
*^ gerous delay, ereSf at once our tahrrnacle of righMufnefiy and 
" may the Lord himfelf be in it.'* 

What docs this myfterious man mean? What is this taber- 
nacle of rightedufnefs to be ere£led at once, without aiiairhy 
and dangerous delay ? are they right on the part of the profecU- 
"rion when they fay, that he means that it is probable dierc may 
foon be a revolution tn the Government of' rfiis Country, and 
that, in that cafe, it would be fit fome body of men ihouM be 
ready to take upon themfelves the powers of Govern m e n t , and 

to 
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i^ %(k Itpot^ diegi ? pr does be oplj fiicaa that a Reform in 
fiixiidffiefkt would be found to be neceflary; that people ought 
cp luoQw.vbat it U they meaa to afk» and in what maimer thejr 
m?^ .to aik jr ? 

Gend^men, this is-an e^ippodtion pf this do<9;rLae of a Coo- 
vefition coqaing from a Bfi^po, aiyi imaiediately communicated 
to tbe Priibaer at the bar} and, in that.refped:, has a direA 
applicatipo to hipi ; and it is of importiuKe^ as it tends to iadsfy 
you dKtt 1^ has not beea furprized into any things but that hav- 
ing .h$d this communicatiQn with Skirvi^g on the fubje^ he 
Ji»d, u ppnortunity of weighing it. 

Thf ce is in the evidence another ^xpofition q£ a NatiMil 
Con¥emipDs it may be proper that I fliouki mention it, but I 
fliaU not ftate it with great particularity, becauib) under die 
circumftances of this ^e» I do not think it ought fio preft 
much againft the Prifoner. — I mean the fpeech of Bairere im 
|fae fubje^ of a National Conventipn ; in which he takes a great 
deal pf . pains to fiieW) that it is a thing perfedly confiftent widi 
an eftablilhed Government. — That a National Convention was 
die authority of the peojje at large, which might coniift widi 
die eftabliibed Governments of all countries. The ufe dut 
might he made of this do^ine, by thofe who wiihed to recon« 
cile d» pepple to a National Convention as a conftitudond 
meafiire, is apparent, and the probable oonfequences of fuch a 
Convention not ieis apparent. And here it is fit that I ihould 
take (bme notice to you of a drcvoifiaaQe not wholly unoon- 
necked wiiih dus part of die fubjeft: It was obferv«d to you by 
die leading coun&l on the part of the Prifoner (to whom I am 
always defirous of paying attention], and die obfervatipn was 
repeated) ikBt a people had a right to alter their Government 
That pfopofidon, under certain circumfiances, may b^ true; 
but it ought not to have been introduced ini30 a Court of Juftice, 
bound to admifiifter die law of the exifting Government, and to 
fiifibr no innovation upon it. I did notinterrupt die learned ooun- 
fd when he flatnd this propoiidoii, becaufe I did not wifb to ftop 
hitt) or to difoonoert the chain of bia argument; but having 
pafled it by lygn dutt occafion, i feel it mj duty to notice it 

nowt 



Inflow, tecaufc it can have no rcktioo to the bufinrfs before mii 
I tiecaufe it tetids to unletele mens' mtiid^^ to bring on a thirft 
I for innovations, and to jfhake all the foundations of Government* 
I I proceed to lake notice why Barrere's expofitioii of » Coiw 
I vention ought not to prefs the Prifoner ; it came over to 
I Country in the Moniteufj and though it was ordered! to be 
I ter^d in the books of the Conflitutional Society, yet tt does not 
I appear that it ever was tranllated into Engltfli} and therebre it 
I iiras extremely probable the Prifoner never bad an oppOftYfnity 
I ©f knowing Barrere's fentiments on that fubje£t. But it i* 
I otberwife with refpeft to the letter that was fent to himfdf ^ he 
had a full opportunity of weighing it ; of alking for explait^* 
tioni or of correding the ideas that were in it j and it gave him 
warning to take care that if fuch a Convention was fet on loot, 
i it might not lead to the confequences which feem to he pointed 
I Hut in that letter. 

f Gentlemen^ on the fifth of O^ober of that year the Pilferer 

wroce a letter to Skirving, in anfwer to a Jetter of Skirving's^ 

L dated Oi^ober the fecond ; which lail letter is not in cvtdcncr* 

I In this letter the Prifoner mentions his having communtcated td 
iMargarot ^«/y, Skirving's proje£l of a Convention in Scotland; 
llie recommends it to Skirving to write an official letter lo hit 

I I Hardy's) Society, to propofe to them to fend Delegates to thai 

■ Convention j and| in that letter, he dcfires Skirving not to take 
notice that he had any communication with him. Here the Pri* 

L Jbner, Hardy^ appears quite in a new chara(^er- He was err* 

■ tainly not an inactive Member of the Society^ independant of 
his being Secretary to the Society* Had be a^i^ed only ^ Se- 
cretary^ it might be iaid| he might have been mi fled in a great 
many things ; he might have written many things which he did 
not underiknd, or which he had not time to weigh, as a man 
might write whole fteets without having any idea ^f the fenfe 
after he had written them : it was, therefore, very much in his 
l^vour to confrder the Prifoner only as a Secretary. But here 
he certainly is a Principal, and moft extraordinarily fo; a Prin- 
cipal ading with a great fliaie of the fpirit of intrigue and 
duplicity^ which totally changes the ckixa^ler of the inan» as it 

might 
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iittgfit have been collected from alt the reft of the evidence In 
the caufe* A letter is written accordingly by Skirvtng, and 
the Delegates are appointeJ ; they were two very able men, vie. 
Margarot and Gerrald* The ScottUh Convention is held. They 
for faurteen days, and were then difperfed by authority* 
That would have happened if that Scottifli Cgnvention had 
: been difperfed, one can only conje<5ture f but in order to 
^rm any rational conje^ure, it is necciTary to att^end to the 
eneml conduit of that Convention. It is Jit you Aiould eaU 
ack to your memory jufl the leading features of it. It is 
prefled on yoi% on behalf of the Prifaner> that the Meeting of 
the Delegates of thefe bodies was for this fingle objed~to 
[>nndef what was the bell way of appealing to Parliamenc, irr 
er to procure a Reform in the Commons Houfe of Pariia- 
m^nt As to that, you wHl recolkdl the tranfa^ions of that 
year refpe£ling an application to Parliament There had been 
an application to Farliament^ and the principal mover was Mr. 
Brey. Of the Jincerity of the Honourable mover, in his appli* 
patioA for a Parliamentary Reform, I fuppofe no man will doubt; 
But of the fincerity of the application of thefe popular Societies 
P^ Parliament, on the evidence before you, every man muft 
doubt. They exprefs themfelves, upon more than one occafion, 
mm difpofed to confent to it only becaufe it would prepare men 
■>r what was to follow, and Jerve to keep the public mind m 
agitation upon that fubjed* Confiderlng this Convention as aC* 
fembled, in order to procure a Reform m Parliament^ it would 
^ fit 10 compare the means with the end, and then judge wh&* 
Pber this oftenfible purpofe was the only purpole of this Con- 
vention. 

^ When tliere was a motion made, that a fcroll of a pctitioa to 
Warliamenc Ihould be prepared, they negatived It, and therefore^ 
■f that was dieir only objc^, the purpofe of their meeting was 
baa end i but, laying that obje^ afide, view this Convendon 
m^ it was I you iind it clofely imitating the manners of the Na- 
pional Convention of France; you heard' Primary AflembHes 
and Sections) you perceive this National Convention afluming 
to itfelf a formality of proceeding which is very becoming whet« 
^ it 
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k is^fidjcia to ho }uft •xfeftf^tiony bdi m ft^' fAzff^ \n wMch H 
i|ipeac8,.oertainhf very atii(|iiiffg# W^ fln(> tKe^ Convention Hi 
caaftkoted crerj day bf feleaiiV' prii)«r $ it is dd<M «¥et7 ^ ^y 
ifkina pvayer. They tisUI dlftv ConMittee ^f t^MAMces;- their 
VttsoMic DcmatimSi tvitfr boMui^bte^ mcMkMi j*'#ilEA^' Order of 
Ac Da^f ditif a^Hl&^ienh di? Cttieen^^ »td aft^ ihe Ifehiir iki^ 
iity flAmed this cfatey Tike firjt'fwf-^f fkt Ahr/^Oki^ihriimi 
jMtDlk£)v ^1^^^ "^1 ^<^ feUoiirs- th« IftA^uage of Ae ^Tvthiiit 
flmitaMoA of YtmM. - ^ Wh<^ fltadl fejr ^(4tat wocdd' ' Aav«< Ihih 
pntfi if Aat Con»dntk>n- hod not ken dXj^ed aV-ilfe cMf df 
fiuitesn days ^ Wkb flmK &)^ Cittt tf they^ ha« coMflHiMd^ td*l& 
fame lit the OMBMer ih iN^^cbfhef htfd^begeiil^ ^Md^yBUC^iMerfrf 
hod beewpcnifiitfcd to tiMKr afid that m-^ tiitte' tfttef hid M|h 
pcMod to gam iho public Opinioil fti fh^ Ik^biiiV JMging bf 
tiBtt\x».fpctaelLixi.Vr^^ iSt^ Kodf of neir 

would^not bavit beeitf Air Oo^Miftilt ^ thi9 Cieiiintfyb TMi 
0«nveiixtoBt.wa4 Isaim*^ ^fpmftdfi ^ eMre({tfeH^ of tiMek 
iMSifacea, iliatiega*'|M(ttM^ ftiRcM- ptadu li^sMift flme 

gf iAni MiembMB^^trlddK k' #«Mtd^ not Kecome nftb -iit- Alb pfaM 
fla tnate- atif i^ei^afiaRsi upoiiy nskcbpt Aat^ctftfioAliEi^beefi 
ttdoen to com^aim of dieA procHsdir^^ as' a gfi^aiMiri- ailj^riioft 
oertaint]^* du^ Prifionin^j.aiid Aolb who^are comieded-wkh him in 
dieft Socieffi^^ dU^taka-Wieidion fi^mth^iee to ifriislte die pifcti- 
lUr mind'toafl'gr^rt^a^ dligre^ fl» i^ vm pcyfiUe^ to do^ hf flki 

: 6f ndi^afiny ^^m^ inutiatfatldj^ fbHo'wod li/pon- iMe itedef^0fi» 
irfiieh w^ra d^iftd Ofi'^ the fubjea^ »^'th^ pni^ceeAng^- tlie 
Pbawof 4dBftctflr:Cigi\)«tltioiv to'be Mdi in England' v ^^itdr 
kads us to the point to which the whole of the prefent ^fl^rf 
irto^fisti^ ita itliicioM, moro c)p Idfs. Nf3W it dderv^ llrious 
afiCBnttoM on: yoiii^ ptets ^ div eirtofttftarifces wictr i/^Kteh- tMft 
MW Plairo£ a ConvieiitioA was introduced to tins ptiBKc' nooce^ 
4»t b)^ wbcclL it w&^ isecotAmended to the public dftennon; iit 
Older ft» esnabltf yoti tO' judge, whether the obje^l? of; it life tfufr 
feaceabk objeft v^rtuch- ifc infifttd oft ftwr the^PrHbrttf ;^ WHethet a 
lUfiirm^Sii. tbs^ Commoha Ifoufe of Parliament ^vas' it&Uv- the 
1mft»i:o£ dw Wh^k-, on wbetfa^ the obje£b of it^ mtifl^- hive 
I been 
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htt9 td' alter the- GmAitiitidn.of our Gbvenmifflt^ to oBtain 
iji^ee4 «.ful]i and.perf^ reprefeotadon of the pcopIe> but aot ui 
tihiB Caiiuiu)p$ ifeufe of Parlunent. ' 

One ihoitld have ^ppceheaded dot under sny. pnoirocatieii 
iriiicb tbefe people (wof^ed to have feit» or liUch ibey sni^ 
icaHjf foel^.'tiiey. would have.pmfYicd a.serj di&rent oouarfe frooi 
tbal ivfaichilliifey did purfue, ^as they were acquainted with the 
ckoumifaixicea'^ .thedi^perfion .c£ the former Convention, and 
wUk att theobjedlions that were made to that ComFentioiii 
A& 4wjP were, detemincd t« hvra:: anodiBr Conventioo» it was to 
iK^^cs^ietei lliat,.8fc]eaft, tbeywoidd hme taken care fo to giaacd 
theijc bngtcigc and pryrecdir^at thtt it flioujd be impoffiblariiicy 
fOMW; b^^ mi&uiderfteod^ toi' h«ie : ospoeffed thencdelves; dearly 
andidMlMAly^m. all iwcafioAS) .m have, expbdncd the g^tinb 
of'ffiiskiCnaxantion ; to: laicexbadxidali tbtmiialvtt with a.deosnt 
maitrMiom teWBrdft thoJ: Govemoient o£ tfaci Country, and 
|i|waffb:iit»!pBMeediii%9^ It might le^nbly haire been tx^ 
(cAdt tlvrtithcf WRMiU harei.nHBbiiaA: empwA. avowal ofi ioyd 
(aM;\mufi% aid anies^ie&dliaeowaLofr going' anp lengths.. whioh 
CMHb ;bc jirfUyobjoOsd t^y an exftfefr di&vDwal- of gairtg be» 
ynnd tftwQKtgjinBii obJQ£l of £arliimcnt;^y ttefbnhy. aa fljsttsd by 
the Duke of Richmond. Every thing that was inflammacory 
ought to have been 4U>ft cantfidly.aioidbd^ in order to prevent 
their purpofe being mifunderftood; and what was more ma* 
ieiud^ in tordbr to' enfiue fiioeeft ta tfae- meafure itfelf. What 
wni i»ii» yog wiB fee, and- (hnn tfistt- you will form your own 
MMiniliilonii- 'Xhey fuftSAcd a jMper, which you wiU-hes^ 
tctfd^ isn^ye» witt attend .Co it.- ' I -d^ not confider it As- rpf 
bafifatfft 40- dfudce pankidaf conrnienfi^ on it^' let it make its 
e^wKiinnp rcft on"- eh your minde. The papier I refer to 
(dwQvato' maisy wlUcb are- conkeSibt withr it) 'is dse" ad^ 
dfe&. 9f die 2C»eh of Jfanuai^, ^794^ of the Londoa^Cor^ 
fd(>60dlng Sodety, at a genc^ meetEtig held' at tbr Gfcbfc 
ViLimm ' '■' ■ ' 

. ; ;. .... . - . (Vhk.Fol I, page^s^.)' •' ' .';J 

-.^>£ ^^ ...... vfflifMm'inL 



li CJcntJtnfcn, ymi have heard tiiis paper rcarfj 4t t'XjiiWIf^ 
Ljrdm to a Convention ; and it was certatitly publiflitd at a tiine 
l when an idt^a of a Confentian was In the mlndfi of the po!»pk. 
Ufow you are Co judge between the K'mg and the prifotier upon 
I the evidence which this paper aiFords, whether tht' ,V '' tif 
L that Convdition was merely to procure s free and fuli - ..rf-* 
k^ciai) of the people in the ConiKnons Houieof Parllanrictir, and 
[ in the due courfe af Iaw> a^d according to the Conftitution of 
Ltbe Country^ or whether that ptper is to be underwood as 9 
Liii5mi/e(to lo excite the people to overturn the Governmetif, afiJ 
\ feo direct the people's minds to the uTe that fliould be made of a 
[ Convention for the purpofc of overturning the GavcriunL 
I - Gcndemcn, this happened on the 20di of Januarjv : , ^ , 
Llboii af^rwards they began in thefe two Societies to cotifider hoiir 
[ tJii$ Convention was to he brought about. The London Cor^ 
I ^elponding Society had come to a lefdution tipon it in terms 
which upon the face of it were open to (bme obrervatioiiL A 
I tommtinicatioa took place between the Correfpondjng Society 
k.and the Society for Conftitutional Information* Xhc two So- 
I cieties appointed a joint Committee^ who came to a rekiii'' 
f fion exprefled in more g;uarded language, which you will htaf 
I lead. 
m-^ (yid& f^d. 2, page 109*^ 

n You fee that this is a dry refolution to call a Convention Cor 

the purpole of taking into conftderauon the proper cnethod of 

obtaining a &ir and fuU reprefentation of the people. This tl 

I Ihjetr objei!}, as they thijik lit to exprefi chemfelves upon Con^ 

r^deiaiioiu and it certainly ivas not too lace tot dietti fo hiM 

l^etraSed any part of tht rafliaeE and vlolenge of any Umxm 

Uneafure which they might have taken. If Aeyj thitikiog tbey 

riiad been too violent in their exprei]ions> or egc^avagaul ail 

I their lentiments had come to this reiblntion, with a view to t^ 

[ medy the fault of their former proceedings^ and eot^jfioe tk 

I f>bje3s of the Convention within its joft limits^ that cogifiden* 

tion would, no doubt, have its due weight, but even in thit 

jrefoluEioii we find no declaration that they fought only a Rcfi>nii 

in 



( 433 ) 

ia die Commons Houfe of Parliament, and that no attempt waa 
meant againft die King, and die jurifdidion and authority ot 
die Houfe ct Lords* 

There was a joint Committee of Correfpondence and Co<^ 
operadon appointed by tbefe Societies to confider of die means 
for carrjring this refoludou into execution, and it appears that 
they entered into a very exteniiv^ correfpondence bodi in £ng-* 
land and in Scotland for that purpofe $ while that correfpon-^ 
denoe was going on, upon the fourteenth of April laft, the London 
Conrefponding Society held a general meedng ; it feems to have 
been originally intended tohave- been held in a large room in 
Store-flreeti it was not held. there probably from anapprehen* 
iioa dut the Magiftrates might interfere^ and therefore they 
adjourned to aphure in the neighbourhood of London, Chalk 
Faim. >:Tbey there aflcmbled to die number of two diouland 
jQr.fiore^ and there the refoludons, which will be read to you 
pre&ndy, were voted. Thefe refoludons are as violent, or 
inoce>io, dian die former, and do not in the leaft correfpond 
widi die idea of applying to obtain a Reform of Parliament on 
the Duke of Richmond's plan, but feem rather cakrulated to 
prepare the minds of the people for a violent crifis,.a crifis upon 
which a National Convention once afTemblcd would immediately 
a£t, and in the nature of things would be called upon to a£t ; 
this is die profecutor's conftru&ion of thefe refoludons. You will 
attend to diem, and fee whether this is the proper conftrufUon 
tobe put upon them — why they aflembled that meeting at all is 
extremely difficult to comprehend. If they thought die former 
refoludons had gone too far, and would have been liable to 
great mifconftrudion, and po$bly- might do a great ^eal of 
mifcbief, it might be neceiTary to call another meedng for the 
purpofe of correAing what was extravagant in thefe refoludonS| 
and of bringing back things to a more moderate tone; to point 
our more dijftinftly the lawful objeds they had in view, and to- 
tally to exclude all idea of their going beyond thofe objedb. 
To be fure fuch a meeting, in their circumftances, might have 
been very proper; but if it fliould appear that this fecond meet- 
ing was purfuin^ the iame idea, and giving a great deal pf 
V0X..IV1 F f coufi. 
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eouiit^iuncc to wfMit was fiohc at die former- meetings that flie 
aflcmblihg of two thoufand .people iftuft have an eflReSf to hA» 
prcfs the public niiiicl, that a force was ready to aA when calkd 
upon, and they were determined to go on with that, whidi on 
the twentieth of January they had promulgated to the world. If 
inftcad of intending to bring things back, or to remedy d» 
effeih of their former violciice, we find Aem advancing in 
the fimc career, and haftenihg by the fame means to the acocm- 
plifliment 6f tiicir objeft, what muft be the condufion? ff 
inftead of coming forward with a declaration of their loyalty to 
Ac Thmne, or their attachment to Ae Gonftitutiofi of ParKa* 
mcnt, as for as refpefts the Houfe of Lords, in order to do 
away the imprcffion of their fiwner proceedings, and mnevc 
all fuTpfcion and ambiguity with refpeft to their firtiire inttki- 
tions, we find thhn coming fer>fvbrd widi another manifefta; Ah 
inanifefto comes forward in a ftill more q^eftrMabte fhape Aad 
the farmer, as it carries alof^ with it the apfiearance df great 
Ibrc^ and may be underftood to notify ftat they are reidy, if 
it fhall be neceffiuy, to aft in fupport of their former reUto^ 
tions* You will hear thefe.refohitions of Chalk Fartn tviUi^ anl 
you will form your own judgment on diem. 

(Fide Voh 2, pagi.^jS.) 

Gendemen, one cannot hear this paper read, w itlio u t fteU 
ing aftoniffament that men could be fo blinded by enthufiafiiii 
or by any other afFeftion of the human mind, a» not to fee dnt 
hi confequence of fuch a publication as this, independent tf its 
t>articular application to the (ubjeft of our preient enquiry^ 
the fword of die law was hanging over their heads by a fingk 
diread. They appeared to have imagined that the mectii^ 
of a Convention could not be ptevented but by ad of Parlia* 
ment. Suppofe it was poiEble for them to have believed tint^ 
and fuppofe the publicity of their proceedings to aflbrd feme 
argument diat thefe men thought them legal, was it po/Ebk^ 
if they attended to the fubjedt, or if they had taken any advice, 
not to fee that it was extremely criminal to publilh thofe rcfo- 
lutions to two thoulaiid people f and as many more as might 
4 • have 
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hire tt opportnmty of lookmg at them. According to thefe 
rdbkrCioDd, it was a probable cafe ■* that they would foon bo 
•^ to a ftate where the focial compaft would be aftuatlly dif- 

• fclvrd, and tlat it would be neceflary to appeal to that prin- 
^ dj^e^ ftat ihcontrovertible maxim of eternal juftice, that 

• die iafety df the people was the fupreme, and in cafes of 
•« neeeffity, the only law," which admits but of one interpre- 
tation* If the ibcial compaft is diflblved, there is an end of 
Ae •Goremment, of courfe there muft be the eftabUfhmcnt of 
aflotiier in its ftead ; another Government muft be framed ; 
ftis is Acreforc exprefely encouraging the people to look out 
Ibr ike moment to arrive when another Government was to 
be frttned, to be erefted on the tuins of the prefent eftabliflx- 
knetit. 

*Ocnffettien, it is of importance, with refpeft to the prefent. 
^[tkcRion, Aat the eighth and tenth rcfolutions glance, not in ati 
fardireA nfianner, at die Houfe of TLrords, as a body in the Con- 
fHtiftkAi, not entitled to the re^eft of the people. Of what ex- 
treme tonfequence this was in the prefent moment you will fee, 
fieeaiiib this was flie moment 'in which, that which was to be 
tlone in the National Convention, -was to occupy the minds of 
fffl people. And what Was to be done ? They fay on the part 
df fhc-prHbnor, that he, and thofe who were afibciated with him, 
ysirert in a dutiful, conftitutional, and regular courfe, to coUefl 
the feife of aH people, and then prefent the united wifteis of Ac 
people, in a regular and conftitutional way, to Parliament. Now 
Was that, or tould diat be the objeft of men, who bad afliimed 
fo much of Ae Republican charaftcr, who after addrelling Ae 
National Convention of France, had aSed Ae part Aeyhod done. 
Up to the prefent moment, who were then talking of Ae focial 
compad being diflblvcd, and were Aen fpeaking contemptuoufly 
rftheoAer branch of 'Ac Legiflature. 

' To this qusftion, what was meant to be done in Ais Conven- 
tion, as refolved on, in January, 1792, and as followed up by Ae 
ttfoiutions at Chalk Farm, on the fourteenth of April, be- 
longs a ti-aiiia£Hon of a Society at Sheffield, which has been ^ 
leading Sooiety in coJTefpondence wiA the .two Societies here. 
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in London. The Society at Sheffield, had 4>eeAaruficiaUy. w«: 
pnsCented to be extremely numerous; there was a meeting in fa£tf 
of ten thouiaiid, on the feventh of April, on the Caftle HilL 
Several reiblutions were there paiTed; they were moved by a 
Mr. Yorke, not a native of that place, but who found his way 
among them, and made ufe of that opportunity. You have heard 
of Mr. Yorke being a member of die London Correfponding So- 
ciety — under what direflions he went to Sheffield, docs not appear j 
bow thefe refolutions were obtained, I. do not think it material 
to obferve upon, farther than that it .is a (atisfadion to know, that 
though multitudes are made parties to thefe proceedings, there is 
every reafon in the world to believe, that but few are engaged 
Jn the depth of the proje£^. Of the ten thou&nd people aibixi- 
bled on the Caftle Hill, there is no reafon to fuppofe that two 
hundred khew what was going forward. A trick for negativing 
a reiblution to petition Parliament, was concerted between four 
people, and by their manoeuvring, and management, thefe leiblu- 
tions pafied in fuch a way, that it was impoffible they could be 
tmderftood by the greateft part of the people; but however that 
was, the promulgation of them to the world at this junfiure^ 
appears to have a very clofe connexion with this plan of a Con- 
vention. It was propofed, and refolved, to petition Parliament 
no more. It was obferved by the Counfel for the prifoner, that 
.you cannot juftly conclude, becaufe an individual Society, or Aiok 
.who condu(3ed that Society were of opinion that they fhouki 
■petition Parliament no more^ that therefore a body of mei^ more 
Jikely to command the attention of Parliament, were not, accord- 
ing to their appreihenfion to apply to Parliament, for a Parlia* 
mentary Reform. 

It was £urly put, and it is right and fit to fee whether the oh- 
.fervation is founded in the truth of the cafe. When you come to 
examine the refolution with the context, it hardly admits of that 
interpretation, becaufe the reafon they affign for not petitioning is, 
.that they will not petition a body who are not their reprefcn- 
tatives. Now that reafon muft apply to the Houfe of Commons 
for ever, according to their notion of it, and as it was under- 
fiood, and adopted, by the Correfpondiiig Society^ and odier 
» . Societies 
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Societies with whbhfi they were in Correfpondence. If it could not 
be the objcdof this Convention to petition Parliament; where 
Ihall we find the object, but in the addrefles to die Nation im^* 
mediately preceeding, and immediately following the promulga- 
tion of theprojed, which appear totally inconfiftent vwA the idea 
iDf a Convention for the purpofe of an application to Parliament, 
and to be confident with, and calculated to give efFeft to a Con- 
vention for other purpofes, and particularly for the purpofe of con- 
certing the means of eftablifhing a Reprefentative Qovemment 
'Of the people— There is a piece of parol evidence, which re- 
fpe^ diis point fit to be ftated— Lynam fays, diat at one of 
their meetings, Bell obferved that their addrefi to the National 
Convention in France, proved that they meant to introduce dieir 
laws here, to which Mr. Margarot faid, no doubt. The other 
peribhs prefent faid nothing, Hardy was prefent and this pafled 
<at a meeting of die Delegates; if therefore he had no doubt, and 
if the nature of the tranfa£Uons countenances that opinion, and if 
Idle tranfaftions taken togedier fhould be irreconcileable to the 
cither opinion, then there is a weighty evidence for your confidera^- 
tioii, to prove the whole extent of die propofition as it is ftated on 
die part of die profectition. 

The parol evidence applies bodi ways, many of the witnefles 
ibr die crown exprefely difavow all force upon the Government, 
and every odier objeft beyond a Reform in the Commcnis Houfe 
of Parliament; on the other hand, individuals are charged with 
having attempted to corrupt die fddiery, and to have meditated 
a iperfonal attack upon the King, and direct force againft his 
Government; but this however I ought to obfervc, is not 
brought home to the prifoner. There is alfo parol evidence, 
though loofe and unconnefted, of a preparation of arms in which 
the prifoner is in fome degree implicated. One witnofi, not of 
the beft credit, (aid diat they were to fumilh themfelyes widi 
arms to defend the National Convention when it (hould be called. 
This evidence in its riature is very important— *»this is clear, that 
in their idea of a National Convention, every thing was thepein 
to be conduaed peaceably, and orderly, the National Conven- 
tion muft dienbeglroltefiM fr^mwidiout, becaufe it is by fuch a 

F f 3 Nation4 
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Nati<maL.Coaveiitionbeiii£proteded, aa4 being iift' it Ubeitfe^ 
a^ tfialkoMi)dtzcuDeks.ocde»anddscreQSi it fttoB, dienfimi 
ju)t incooiftefitwkh die klea of a National Cofi¥MI^ 
%Q ovcctumtke Govemaent, t^ iaciilcsua peaces aadgodd erte; 
fer tlMTtradi^uacIotditedljf'vasyandtlieiepci^^ (ai^ itf that whativtr 
tbis Natiooal Convention wasrto do^it mufr dabf aeanaof hrafig 
the Toice et the public giMng along with it. It "MM in that niqp 
onljr, that it could exectite its purpoies> the tdc-ing arms d»o» 
fore, to defend the National Convention^ has an isBmediate oaiK 
jiedUon with the churge^ In the parol evidence it was alio ftata^ 
that thefe people expeSed there Mfwid be a ftruggla before Aif 
obtained their obje&, and that they had oiade a preparation fcr it; 
feveral witneiTes fiiid, that their whole obje6tf in fiirniihif^diCfli* 
ielves wrdi arms, was to defend tbeoifelves agaioft iUegiA attacb^ 
idd negatively, that they did not mean to attaclc.tfas Kif^« or the 
Governments If they had no obje£l beyotid pttfc ielf difi:aQe^ 
tfaey might lawfully furniih themfelves widi arms. 

If they meant to put themfelves into a ooadifion to (iiflMn Aeir 
jponvention by ibrce, agsunft any attack vrbich might be psam 
upon it, Of upon them, in defence of it— -defence^ becoBiff 
offence and Treafon. Refpefling the whole t^ this evidtaee St 
to arms ftmnding alone, I fiiould have, thought no great idisnce 
was to be had upon it) connefied, as it is, with the wbcde tranf- 
aflioiis of theie bodies, it certainly is evidence very fit to be taktn 
into-conftderation by the Jury, and is of fome ufetowards markiag 
^hat was in the minds of the people at the time they propofed this 
Convention, and whether their purpofe was tihat wbicb this pio- 
fecution charges--^ purpofe of fubverting the Govermaent of 
the Country, coiifequiently depofmgthe King, whidi is an overt 
d& 6f compaiEng the King's de^b. 

Gentlemen, I h^ve extracted from die evidence fuch parts of 
it, as appear to me materially to bear upon the charge, ill order 
that you may be able to take a diftin£k view of it, and to jiMJge 
for yourfelves, whether or not they juftify the charge to tbe ex- 
tent in which it is laid. 

But, before you come to that eonfideration,^ you are to attend, 
and to attend .with favour, to ^vry thing that can be urged on 
the.partof the prifoner. Gentlemen, 
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r- <S<iitletxifsi^.9n lihe part of the priiGiiicr» no part of the writtm 
miikwsc tea hscn controverted: it could iwt weQ bcoontny* 
YWled. I. do not think it tes been verjr wd^itilj iii|p4 that 
die prifimer did not take fuch an a&ive £bare in tbflfs «nui£> 
adions^ as to make him, not only in ftriftncfs of law, a prind-i 
pall luit^ to the iatia&dion of every man's mindt a prii^pai in the 
wbo^e of them. He was not only Secretary tp one of thefe So^ 
ctedfiSy but a Member of botfat and an a£)4ve Member, and, iq 
ooe or two inftaoces, ilngularly aSivc. He waa the pcomoter, 
defigner and inventor of fome of the meafures, with ibme degrco 
of manceuvriog and management ; and therefore I did not think 
it neceSvy to troidile you with ieparately ftating the pardcuhc 
evidence whidi affeda him. 

• Gendemen, they have made ieveral ^r and weighty ohScvrMf* 
dona on die credit and materiality of the parol teftimony, in 
refped of the fitusdon of the witnefles, many of them introducing 
diemielvea into diefis Sodedes, for the purppfc of giving in** 
feimadon of what was paffing diere, and alio in xefped of die 
Aibjed matter of die teftimony it(el^ pardcuburly diat of am^, 
aa having no neceflary conne&ion with this, plan of. a CoA^ 
vendoni which had been prcje&ed ; and I diink there is a great 
deal of weight in that obfiarvadoni and if it depended endrely 
upon die circumftance of die arms, .to manifeft the purpofi: of a 
Conveodon, I fliould ftate to you, diat^ though it was a cafa ^ 
of geeat fufpicion, yet that it hardly went to the length to fix on 
die Convendon a wicked purppfe of diat ea^traordinary extent 
which the profecution has imputed to it, upon all die grounds of 
evidence, tajcen together, whidi the ca(e furniihes. 

Gendemcn, they ftate the cafe of the prifoner thus : — That he 
is a plain man, of great fimpUcity of manners, peaceable and 
prderbr in his deportment, and a friend to the Conftitution of his 
Country; having one great political objed in his mind, namely, 
the obtaining a radical Reform in die Commons Houfc of Parliar 
ment, by the introduftion of Univerfal Suffrage and Annual 
Eleabn»~That he had taken this obje<a from a Plan publiflied 
•io die name of the D^ike of Richmond— They lay, diis has been 
the ibte.obje(^ oCaU faU^aeafuies; and that, as £ur as he has been 

f{^ concernQd 
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coneomod' in this particular meafure of a Cdtivendom his ideas 
oo that fubje& were taken from diat book ; and Aere is certainly 
tvtrj phon^allufion in that book, to the people meeting togeAtr 
fi^ the .'purpaCs of confidering of the means to execute fudi Par- 
liamentacyc Reform ; that he bad an expeAation^ highly eskr 
couiaged by die language of that book, that the united fepfe of a 
great number of people by dieir Delegates in Convention^ ex- 
prefled tp I^liament, might perhaps have better fuccefs than pe- 
titions from individuals, Aether they were confidered as in- 
dividual men, or as individual Societies of men. 
. They further infift for the prifoner, that here is to be found 
no proof of a 4ciign to ufe this Convention to any other purpofe; 
and that, as to the horrible purpofe of fubverting die Govern- 
ment^ diey fity, it is not only not proved, but, in die nature of 
the. thing,, is improbable, and even impoffihle, confidering how 
^fproportioned the means are to the end — That» if it is to be 
confidered as a proceeding of the fame nature widi die Britifh 
Convendop at Edinburgh, it ought not to be held, to be treafon- 
S^e/becaufe diat was treaty as a mifdemeanor only — ^They iaj, 
vrhatever. violence there may be in the language of. the reib- 
lutions, addrefies, and other papers to which the prifoner has 
been privy, th^re is in them no demonftration of the treafon^ble 
defigns now imputed to him. 

. They appeal to the teftimony of a great number of Members 
of the different Societies widi whom he has been conne&ed, for 
the foundneg of their principles, and of his own ; their dutiful at* 
tachnient to the Kingi and their reverence for the Conftitudon of 
Parliament, and for the Lords Houfe of Parliament, as a branch 
of it, 

. And the prifpner alfo appeals to the character given of him by 
a cloud of refpefiable witnefles, who reprcfcnt him as a peaceable^ 
Sedate, religious and moral man, having, as many of thpn colkd 
iVom his converfation, this one objeft, a Reform of Parliament i 
and, as a particular manifcftation of the confcious innocence of his 
condu<2, they refer you to a propofitioi) which be made to Mr. 
.Sheridan, when that Gendeman propofed to bring the pro- 
f eedings of thefe Sociedes before Parliament^ in the fpring of 
..... • . . . the 
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Ae year 1793 : — ^Thc prifoncr offered to fliew him his books, 
papers, and, in fliort, all his correfpondence, that had any relation 
to die fuhjed, and was ready to lay them before Parliament — He 
is alfo reprefented by Mr. Francis, as appearing to him to be 
deeply engaged in this bufinefi of a Parliamentary Reform, and 
fincerely defirous of obtaining it, in the regiilar courfe, by pe- 
tition to tiie Houfe of Commons ; and it appears that he brought 
a petition to Mr. Francis, as from the Society to which he be* 
longed,' to be by him prefented to Parliament*— This was in 
May, 1793.— The petition, I fhould add, was on the plan 
of die Duke of Richmond ; and it may be true, that this plan 
may have * received countenance from the Proteft which has 
been read to you from the Lords' Journals, made by a great 
number of the Lrords in Parliament, and containing fentiments 
which, if you fuppofe it to have fallen into the hands of in* 
ferior men, who happen to be eager enthufiafts, cnrtainly might 
have great weight with them. — ^But, Gentlemen, you will obfervc 
what the Duke of Richmond's Plan and the Proteft go to; if 
a queftion were" to arife, vdiether, in a clear cafe of a projed, 
ftri&ly according to the Duke of Richmond's Plan, and ftriftly 
according to the Proteft, any crime could be ikftened upon the 
aflbnbling a Qmvendon for the purpofe of promoting the pro- 
jedk, thefe fentiments would have their weight :— Here the ap- 
plicadon fails; nobody can fuppofe that either the Duke of 
Richmond's Plan, or the language of the Proteft, goes in the 
iinalleft degree to countenance a Convention for the purpofe 
of introducing a Democracy into the Country, which is the pur- 
pofe now imputed to this prifoner. ' 

I have already given it as my opinion, diat it ought to be con^ 
^ed^ to the prifoner, that really and truly, when he fet out 
in this buflne(3, he was fmcerely attached to diat. Reform, as ex- 
prefiibd in die Duke of Richmond's Plan ; and probably, at that 
time, be had no idea of going beyond it ; but the queftion now be- 
fore you is, Mfhether he has not gone very far indeed beyond it. 

Mr. Solicitor General, in his reply, has impeached fome of the 
teftlmony that has been given for the prifoner, by implicating 
the witneflbs belonging to fome of thefe Societies^ in the violi^nt 

Dicaiure^ 
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ineafures wUcH vere adopted by Aeie Socied^ md IJki Sfarfiefl 
Society in particular> whoie duplicity in their cm^ f ^ p aiiJ eBoe 
mth the Cofiftitttticttud Societjs and the Societjrof-de Friendf 
ef the People, of which I havo already ^en notice, it open to 
m great deal of obiervation.<*-«Though men declare upen diefr 
eadis, that they are peaceable and orderly, and finoerely «ttadied 
to the C<»&ftitution of die Country^ and to their King, yet, if they 
are found to be engaged in meafures which imply diredly die 
contrary, it does go very ftrongly to the credit pf their teftimony ; 
for, in that cafe, their teftimony is^ Proteftatio contra fiu^m/' 

Gentlemen, in the reply to that part of the evidence given by 
Mr. Francis, where he faid the prifoner appeared to him to be 
perfefHy fincere, it was obferved, all diis appears by tfaeevidenoe 
to have been mere pretence and policy to carry .on tbe genenl 
plan ; Ae reply alfo obferves on the evidence to his duu-a£ter, dnt 
diough he has eftabliihed by a cloud of witnefles, and in tfaemoft 
iatisfa£bry manner, diat he is in his private charafier a fedate, 
moral, religious, good man, yet that his conduft in all diefe 
trania£lioiis ftrongly marks, that he is fi> deeply tinfiured with 
enthu&afm that his moral charader may be but a neutral circum* 
ftance. The Counfel in reply mentioned the famous cafe, when 
^nthufiafm worked up to the utmoft height^. produced the fifth 
Monarchy Men, and that in dieir cafe the treafoa grew out of 
their religion. 

They iay on the part of the pro(ecution, that the 9£ts done by 
this man, as they appear from all the evidence, are totally incon- 
jiftent wkh the profeffions he has made and the opinions he iays he 
has entertained, namely, that his real object was only a refono 
in the Commons Houfe of Parliament. 

Gentlemen, upon tiie whole of this ftatement of the charge^ 
-the defence and reply, and upon the whole courie of evidence 
before you, you have now to exercife your judgments. I dcfire, 
-that in exercifing your judgments you will pay no more attention 
to any thing I have faid than that v/hich is neceiiary to lead you to 
the confideration of thofe points which feem immediately to con- 
ftitute the particular charge againft this man, and to the evidence 
by which it is fupported^ to thofe- points, aid to that evidence by 
^ . which 



( m ) 

vfaithdiedefeiKreap^belupported^andtQdieaii^^ to that 

de£^ce« Every ver4ictoug^ to be the Jury!s own, and ought to 
proceed on dear grounds of fact. — It ought to do fo in a cafe of tbi« 
nattyre more particularly, if.poflible, becaufe one great object of 
this profec^ution mud be that the Countty may be fatisfied^ that 
they may fee that the public juftice of it haa taken its fair courfe, 
and that you, the Jury, have well iand truly tried and trye deliver- 
ance made between die ICing and the prifoner at the bar, accord- 
ing tathe law of the land and the oath which you have taken. 

fam very forry to have occafion to remark, that during the 
courfe of this trial the dignity of a Court of Juflice has but too 
often been violated by improper behaviour both within and widi- 
:Out:do^(;, wh^t it if* men can mean, by fuch Conduct who do 
|iot wi&atODC^ todifiblve all Government and the bonds of all 
^^iety^ I cannot knagine* — I truft I (hail hear no more of 
.|his.-^Y^.l9liU n^w ivitfadiraW) Gentlemen, and confiider of your 
verdict. 

One ofibejury. My Lord, we wilh to have a copy of the 
indictment to takeout with us. 

Lord Chief jfu/Iice Eyre. I fuppofe there wijl be no objection 
tb yotif tjdting out the indictment ; it is not ftrict3y regular, but I 
'daf e lay !t wilt be eonf^nted to on bodi fides. 

Gentlemen, I muft apprize you, that after you have wldidrawn 
there can be norefrefliment given to you. — ^Do you wilh to take 
any moderate refreflmient before you withdraw ? 

One of the Jury. \li^ Lord, we thank you, we fhall not haVQ 
occafion for any. 



The Jury withdrew at thirty minutes after twelve o'clock 
at noon, and they returned again into Court at thirty- 
five minutes after three o'clock. 



Thomas 



( +44 ) 

Thmas Hardy fet to thi Bar. 

Clerk of the Arraigns. Thomas Hardy, hold up your hand- 
Gentlemen of the Jury, look upon the prifoner— How fay you, 
is Thomas Hardy guilty of the High Treafon whereof he ftands 
indicted, or not guilty ? 

Foreman. Not Guilty. 

Clerk of the Arraigns. Did he fly for it ? 

Foreman. Not that we know of. 

Prifoner. My fellow countrymen I return you my dianks. 

The prifoner was immediately difcharged. 

• Lord Chief Jujlice Eyre. Gentlemen of the Jury, ' I ought to 
take the firft apportuntty, after this laborious attendance, very 
fincerely toth^^ik you for the readinefswith which you have (acrt- 
ficedfomuch of your.perfonal convenience) and with which yoa 
have undergone the fatigue of this trial. 



The Jury flept at the Hummums every night from the 29th 
of October, attended by the proper officers of the Cour^ 
fworn in the ufual form. 
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The Trial uf Mr. John Hqxnk Tooke, mil he f^AUJhtd 
early tn next Michaelmas Term. As it xviU not be ne t eff a r j U 
reprint any efthe Papers read upon that Trials which are printed 
in the Trial of Thomas Hardy ^ it wiH be comprized in two 

yolumesp 



Tie foUmmg TRIALS are puhUJbed from' 
Afr. Gurney's Sbort-Hand Notes. 

i.TPHE Proceeding on the Caufi^ Anthony Fabrigas 
X againft Genenu Moftyn, Governor of Minorca, for falfc 
Imprifomnent. Tried in the Court of Common Pleas, London, 
July 13, 1773. To which are added, the fubf(^uent Arguments, 
5s 6d. 

2. The Trial of Jane Butterfield, for the Murder of William^ 
Scawen, Efq. at the AfUze at Croydon, Auguft 19, 177s* 
Before Lord Chief Barron Smythe. 2s, 6d. 

3. The Trial of Elizabeth^ Dudiefs Dowager of Kingfton, 
for Bigamy, Before the Right Honourable the Houfe of Peers, 
ia Weftminfter-Hall, in full Parliament affembled, on the 15th, 
i6th, 17th, 20th, and 22d Days of April, 1776. Printed under 
an Order of the Houfe of Lords. lOs. 

4. The Trial of the Caufe on an ASion brought by Stephea 
Sayre, Efq. againft the Eari of Rochfbrd, for fitlfe Imprrfumrrena 
Before Lord Chief JufticeDe- Grey, m the Court of CJommdn- 
Pleas, Weftminfter, June 27, 1776. is.6A 

5. The Trial of James Hill, alias John the Painter, for wil- 
fully fetring Fire to the King's Ropc-Houfe^ at Portfmouth* 
Before Mr. Baron Hotham^ «t the Affize at Wincheftcr, 
March 6, 1777. ^^ 

6. The Trial of Jofeph Stackpoole,. Efq, for wilfully firing ofF 
a loaded Piftol at John Parker, Efq. at the Aflixe at Maidftone^ 
Before Mr. Juftice Afton, March 1777. 2S. 6d. 

7. The Tris^l of John Home, Efq. upon an Informarion, filed 
er affkto^ by his Majefty's Attorney-General, for a Libel. Be- 
fore the Earl of Mansfield, at Guildhall, July 7, I777- 35-" 
A Supplement to the Trial, containing the fubfequent rroceed- 
ings in the Court of King's-Bench. is. 

8. The Trial of the Rev. Henry Bate, for a Libel on &e Duke 
of Richmond, in the Court of King's-Bench, June 22, 178b.* 
2s. 6d. A Supplement, containing the fubCbquent Proceedings, 6d^ 

9i The Trial of Lord George Gordon, for High-Treafon,. 
at the Bar of the Court of King's-Bench, February 5, 1781. 
3s, 6d, 

10. Th« 



Ltjl of Trials puiltjhd fremHtr. GmxfiSlkfrt^Md Ihtet. 

ip. Tfie Trial of johh Donfllah, Xffi^for'Uie 'Murder: of 
Sir Theodofius Bouehton, Bart. Befer? Mr. Juftipe BuUer, at 
the Affize at Warvnek, March 30, 178^1. as. 6d. ^ 

11. The Trial <^ David Tyrife ftr Hiflrh^Trtefon, a^. the 
Afize at Wincfaefter. Before Mr. Juftiqe Heath, Aiiguft 10, 
1782. IS. 

12. The Trial of the Indiament againft the Rev. Williaai 
Davies Shipley, Dean of Stt A£iphj^ ror a Libd. Before Mr. 
Juftice BuIIer, at the Aff ze at Shrewfburyi Aug^fl: 6, 1784* 
as* 6d. 

The previous Arguments in this Caufe at the Great Seifion at 
Wrexham^ September i, 1783. is. 6d. 

13. The Trial of John Mothcrhill, for committittg a Rape 
onMi& Catharine Wade^ at Brighthelmfton. . Before Mr. Juftice 
AMurft, atthe Affize at Eaft-Grinftead, March 1786. as. 

JO the foregoing Pukiications are printed in^Folie^ to bind with 
the State trials. 



14. An Account of the Arguments of Counfel, witfi the. 
Opifuons at large of Mr. Juftice Gould, Mr. Juftice Afhhurft, 
and Mr. Baron Hotham, on the Caie of Margaret Caroline Rudd, 
Sept. 16, 1776. IS. 6d. 

15. The Trials on the Informations which, by Order of the 
Houfe of Commons^ were filed by His Majeity's Attorney- 
General againft Richard Smith, £fq. and Thomas Brand 
Holiis^ £fq. for Bribing the Voters of the Borough of Hindon. 
Before Mr^ Baron Homam> at the Aifize at Salift>ury, 1776. 
IS. 6d. 

16. The Trials of the Rioters, at St. Margaret's Hill. Before 
Lord Loughborough, Mr. Juftice Gould, Mr. Baron Eyre, 
apd Mr. Juftice Buller, in July, 1780, Printed in Eight Parts. 
Price 6d. each. 

* 17. The Trial of Francis Henry De la Motte, for High 
Treafon; containing all the Arguments of the Counfel, i^c. 
Before Mr. Juftice Buller, atthe Old Bailey, July 1781. 2s. 

18. The 



Lift rf Triors pubSJbid frm Mr. Gurney's Shori^hand NoUjh' 

18. TheTrisiof dicRev. Bcnnet Allen, and Robert Morris, 
£fq. far the Murdev of Lloyd DunUny, Efq. in a Duel in Hyde 
Park ; containing all the Arguments of the Counfel, &c. Betbr^ 
Mr, Jufticc BuILt, at the Old Bailey, June 1782. 

19. The Trial of dte Ranourablc Lieutenant-General James 
Murray, -ht^ Governc^tof Mmorca. At a Court Martial, held 
at the Horfe Guards. 3s. 6d. 

. 20. The Trial of the ' Honourable Major Henry Fitzroy 
Stanhope^ for his Condu& at Tobago.. At a Court*Martirf) 
held at the Horfe Guards, in June 1783. 3s. 6d. 

21. The Proceedings in the Court of King's Bench againft 
Lieutenant Bourne, on the Profecution of Sir James* Wallace, 
for a Libel, and for an Afiault; containing all the Evidence, 
together with the Arguments of Mr. Bcarcroft, Mr. Sylvefte^ 
J^lr. Law, and Mr. Adam, for the Profecution ; and of Mr. Lee, 
the Honourable Thomas Erfldne, and Mr. Macnally, for th? 
Defendant; and the Speech of Mr. Juftice Willes at pronouncing 
Judgment on Mr. Bourne. Price 3s. 

The Jaft eight Publications aire pririteH in ^arto. 

• 22. The Cafe of the Eail-Indra Company, ■ as /ftated' and 
proved at the Bar of the Houfe of Lords, on the the 15th and i^th 
J)ays of December, 1783, upon the hearing df two Fetit^s 
againft a Bill, intituled, « An Aft for eftabliming certain Regu- 
*' lations for the better Management of the Territories, Revenues, 
" and Commerce of this IGngdom, in the Eaft-Indies;" con- 
taining the Arguments of Mr. Rous and Mr. Dallas, for the 
Company; Mr. Hardinge and Mr. Plumer, for the Directors. 
Price 28. 6d. 

23. The whole Proceedings on the Trials of two Informations, 
exhibited ex. officio by the King's Attorney-General, aga.inic 
Lord George Gordon ; one for a Libel on "the Queen of Francfe 
and the French Ambaffadorj the other for a Libel on the Judges 
and Adminiftration of the Laws in England. Tried in the Court 
of King's-Bench, London, June 6, 1787, before the Honourable 
Mr. Jufticc Buller. Price 2s. 

24. The whole Proceedings on the Trial of an Information 
exhibited ex officio by the King's Attorney-General ag;alnft 
John Stockdale, for a I^ibel on the Houfe of Commons. Tried 
in the Court of King's Bench, Dec. 9, 1789. Before Lord 
Kenyon. To which is fubjoined, Mr. Erfkinc's Argument in 
the Cafe of the Dean of St. Afaph. 5s. 

25 The 



Li/l o/Ttbh fubmiidfrm Mr. Gumcy't Sbort-htnd NiUs' 

25. The Evidence on the Caufe, . Mr» Jameft Brown againft 
&c Phcenix AflTurance Company. Tried, before Lord Lough- 
borough) Dec. 15, 1789* 

26. The whole Proceedings on the Trial of a Caufc, Thomas 
Walker, Merchant, againft William Roberts^ Barrifter at Law, 
for a Libel. Tried at Lancafter AlEzeSy March, 1 791. Before 
Mr. Baron Thomfon. Price 35. . 

317. The Proceedings on the ^u0 fFarrmuitgsinft an AMer- 
man and a Common Councilman of Chefter; containing the 
two Trials at Shrewft>ury, and the Arguments and Judgments 
in the Court of King's Bench, and jn the Houfe of Lords. Two 
Volumes, large Oftavo. Price il. is. 

28. The whole Proceedings on the Trial of an Information, 
criiibited, ex officio^ by the King's Attorney-General, againft 
Thomas Paine, for a l^ibeL Tried before Lord Kenyon, in 
Ae Court of King's Bench, Guildhall, December 22cl, 1792. 
Price js . 6i 

The lafi Sivm Publications art in 0£iavo. 

Such of the above-mentioned Publicaiiont as are not out of Prints 
■ may he had of Mrs ^ Gurney, BookfeUery No. 128, rlolborn* 
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TJie Eleventh Edition of Brachygraphy, or an enfy and 
compendious Syftem of Short-hand. Adapted to the variou* 
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